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THE SECOND BEADING of the Attorneys and Solicitors 
Certificate Duty Bill was carried by a small majority 
last Friday night. The bill goes into committee on 
Tuesday, the 25th. 


THE LAW with respect to combinations by workmen 
stands at present in a position so uncertain and anoma- 
lous that we are justified in again calling attention’ to 
it with reference to the case of Skinner v. 
Kitch recently decided in the Queen’s Bench, and re- 

in the current number of the Weekly Reporter. 
That case has been rather erroneously viewed as an ori- 
ginal authority deciding that an intimation of an inten- 
tion to strike with the view of influencing the master 
was a threat within the statute6 Geo. 4,c. 129, 5. 3. 
The Court, indeed held this, but as long ago as the 
case of Walsby v. Anley, 9 W. R. 271, it had been 
held that a threat made by a workman in con- 
junction with others, that they would all cease work 

i unless the master discharged certain other 
workmen who were in his employ under. particular 
terms, was a threat of carrying out an unlawful com- 
bination, and was therefore a threat within the 6 Geo. 
4, c, 129, 8. 3, which makes it unlawful by threats to 
endeavour to force a master to limit the description of his 


The next case, O’Niel v. Longman, 11 W. R. 947, puts 
the matter in a still plainer light as to its being suffi- 
pee ting the case within the statute if there be a 

carry out some unlawful purpose, not of ne- 
cessity a threat of violence. . 

It is not our intention to go into the question whether 
on the words of the statute this interpretation was 
right: those who think otherwise will find their view 
ably advocated in Mr. Longe’s Treatise on the law of 
strikes, published in 1860 by Macmillan. 

The matter having been decided by the Court of 
Queen’s Bench, and there being no appeal, we must 
take the law to be as laid down in the first-mentioned 
case, and content ourselves with showing what are the 
effects of it. It should be observed that in these cases 
the only point was threat or no threat within the 
meaning of the statute, but in the next case that arose, 
Shelbourne v. Oliver, it became incidentally a matter of 
interest whether a combination to strike against a par- 
ticular workman, which according to the first case was 
a threat, came within the latter part of the section as an 
attempt to limit the description of the workmen em- 
ployed by the master. 

The facts there were briefly that the workmen of the 
respondent had all strack, with the exception of one man 
of the name of James. They agreed to return, and 
did so, but on finding James there they again gave 
over work. The leader of a deputation to the master 
told him that James should not work, and that unless 
he was discharged the other men should not be 
allowed to work. On the authority of Waleby v. 
Anley the conviction was sustained, though in that case 
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the question of description does not appear to have beem 
Shelbourne v. Oliver cannot, in fact, 

guished from Skinner v. Kitch, which may th 

taken as reaffirming the principle that the term “ 
scription of workman ” may be read apart from 

words of the section, and taken to mean not a 

derived from the distinctive part of the trade which 
particular workman carries on, but in a much wider 
sense a personal description—as, for instance, whether 
belongs, or does not belong, to a particular society 
whether he is English, Scotch, or Belgian; whether 

has red hair, or the like. The law on the subject is th: 
reduced to this singular condition:—A workman 
decline to work for an emyloyer on the ground that one 
of his fellow workman is of a “ description ” offensive to 
him; and he may of course inform his master to that 
effect. In other words,one workman may strike on these 
grounds, the question of his success in the strike not 
entering into the discussion, but depending on other consi< 
derations, such as the comparative value to the employer 
of the workman atriking and the one struck against. 
It is clear that what one may do any number may do in- 
dependently; but whether a combination is legal or illegal 
a point about which is it impossible, on the conflicting 
decisions, to give a decisive opinion. This, however, is 
perfectly clear on the authorities, that whether workmen 
may or may not combine to do what one may do with 
impunity; at least, they must be very careful how they 
inform the master of their combination and its objects. 
A check is thus put on any attempt to settle a dispute on 
such a subject—directly those who are not, and indeed, 
practically cannot be, punished for combining and strik- 
ing, open their mouths to explain the grievance that has 
induced them to take the step, they may at once become 
liable to all the consequences of threatening.. There is, it is 
true, a limitation established by the case of Wood y. 
Bowron, 15 W.R. 58. In that case men struck in accord- 
ance with a resolution of a society to which they belonged, 
and in answer to the employer the resolution was com- 
municated to him. It was held that, in the absence of 
any evidence to show that the letter communicating the 
resolution, though apparently an explanation, was in 
fact meant as a threat, a conviction could not be sus- 
tained. In other words a subtle distinction must be 
taken between an explanation of the reasons that have 
influenced the men in answer to inquiries from the master 
and a spontaneous communication to him of these very 
same reasons; or else the cases must mean that there ig 
some difference between explaining reasons for doing a 
future, and having done a past act. No other meaning, 
we venture to say, can be attached to these cases, unless 
they are to be taken as in direct conflict, and whichever 
view is taken, it is obvious that great hindrances are 
thrown in the way of explanation, which is the first step 
to settlement of differences. It is also evident that 
great responsibility is thrown on magistrates in determin- 
ing the nice question of the difference between an ex- 
planation of the motive to strike, accompanied by astate- 
ment that a strike will be carried out; and the like ex- 
planation with a threat that the strike will be carried 
out. Wecan only, in conclusion, recommend a perusal of 
these cases to the members of the commission now sitting, 
and express a hope that, by the united wisdom of Parlia- 
ment, some remedy may be found for a state of things so 
uncertain, and, at the same time, eo prejudicial to the 
interests of working men and masters alike. 


THE POSITION of suitors in equity at the City 
Court certainly demands the assistance of Parliament, 
for as the matter now stands, that tribunal, so far as 
regards its equitable jurisdiction, is like that referred to 
in the tags of old melo-dramas, one from which there is 
no appeal. 

The question of appeal from the City Court appears to 
have been first raised in the case of Harper v. Pole, upon 
a motion by the plaintiffs in a plaint in this court, that 
the judge should be ordered to settle, sign, and remit to 
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“fie Court of Chancery a case for the opinion of the Vice- 
“Chancellor, and it was then urged before the Vice-Chan- 

“cellor that the City Court is a county court within the 

“meaning of the County Courts Equitable Jurisdiction 
Act. The 4thsection of that Act provides that “ the judge 
and officers of the court held under the provisions of the 
London (City) Small Debts Extension Act, 1852, hereinafter 
called the City Court, shall respectively have and exer- 
cise the like jurisdiction, powers, and authorities, in all 
respects, except the power’ of appointing officers, as are 
for the time being possessed and exercised by the judge 
and officers respectively of a metropolitan county court.” 
The 18th section provides a mode of appeal to the Court 
of Chancery for any party dissatisfied with the determi- 
nation of a judge of the county court. 

The Vice-Chancellor said that the ‘scope of section 4 
was to enact that courts other than county courts should 
conform their proceedings to the orders made for 

“the county courts, but that did not destroy the 
identity of the City Court, nor make it a county 
court. He saw ncthing in those sections authorising 
an appeal from the City Court, and dismissed the motion 
with costs. 

On a subsequent occasion the judge of the City Court 
signed and settled a case which came on before the Vice- 
Chancellor on the 29th of April. This was in Gardner 
v. Cachar Company (Limited), and the Vice-Chancellor 
again held that he had no jurisdiction. 

On the 9th of May counsel moved before Justices Mellor 
and Lush, sitting in bancoin the Bail Court, for a manda- 
mus addressed to the judge of the City Court, calling upon 
him to settle and sign a case for an appeal under the 18th 
section of 28 & 29 Vict. c. 99. The motion was made on 
behalf of the plaintiff in the case of Harper v. Pole, 
already referred to, and the judges granted a rule; it 
seems therefore as if the Vice-Chancellor were to have 
another opportunity of reiterating his former decision. 

It is, of course, excessively inconvenient that there 
should be no appeal from the “ equity side” of the Sheriff's 
Court to the Court of Chancery; but Vice-Chancellor 


Stuart is not, as many seem to think, the person to be 


reproached on this account. He has had merely to deal 
with what Parliament has actually done in the matter. 
Section 4 of the County Courts Equitable Jurisdiction 
Act, above quoted, provides that the judge and officers of 
the City Court are to have the like jurisdiction, powers, 
and authorities in all respects as those of metropolitan 
county courts, and the subjection to an appeal can hardly 
be considered to come within either of the above terms. 
If Parliament had meant to turn the City Court into 
a county court for the purposes of the Act, in which case 
of course ‘there would have been an appeal frorfi its 
equitable jurisdiction to the Court of Chancery, nothing 
would have been simpler than to say “‘this court shall 
be considered a county court for the purposes of this 
Act.” If Parliament had thought of it this probably 
would have been done. It has not been done, however, 
and thus we have a casus omissus, which, as a corres- 
pondent suggested a few weeks back, might easily be 
remedied by a short Act of Parliament. The decision of 
the judges, upon an application made last Thursday in 
the Queen’s Bench for a rule for a guo warranto in the 
matter of the recent change in the office of the Registrar 
of the City Court, coincides with the Vice-Chancellor’s 
view of the effect which the County Courts Equitable 
Jurisdiction Act has had upon the City Court. This 
latter case is reported in another column. 


We PRINT to-day the complete list issued by th- 
Council of Legal Education as the result of the late ex 
amination of bar students. The honour list appeared in 
our last number, but the pass-list was not issued early 
enough to admit of our inserting it. Mr. Edmund Henry 
Turner Snell, who has obtained the first of the three certifi- 
cates of honour awarded at the late examination, is the first 
native East Indian who has achieved such an honour. 
He was born in Madras, and having graduated in laws 


at the University of that Presidency, came to Englasg 
to prosecute his law studies further. During hy 
sojourn in England Mr. Snell has ‘studied both 

and Hindu law in the chambers of Mr. 8. G. 
the Middle Temple, with what success our readers knoy, 
We understand that he proposes to practice at the Mady 
Bar. ’ 


ON MONDAY LAST a contention was raised before Lion 
Romilly, which, should it be ultimately successful, mits 
have the effect of letting loose all that has hither 
been done in the liquidation of Overend, Gurney; & Gp, 
(Limited). It appeared that the Joint-Stock Discoun} 
Company (Limited), held securities in which Ov 
Gurney, & Co. (Limited), claimed to be interested, and 
application was made for the delivery of those securitigg 
to the liquidators of Overend, Gurney, & Co. (Limited), 
for realization. This was resisted upon the ground tha 
the liquidators appointment was invalid, inasmuch ag no 
notice was given that their appointment would be moyej 
at the meeting at which such appointment took plac 
consequently it was urged that the liquidators had no legal 
status. Lord Romilly, however, held that he could no 
consider the question of the validity or invalidity of th 
orignal appointment, inasmuch as the liquidators haj 
been recognised by an order of the Vice-Chancelle 
made subsequent to the date when the meeting wy 
held. 

Counsel stated that the point would be argued befor 
the House of Lords. The success of such an objections 
this would, it is manifest, create an amount of con 
fusion fearful to contemplate, and it is. rather late. in 
the day to raise such a contention, 


IT USED TO BE the fashion for those who lauded thé 
present age and laid great stress on modern improve 
ments and the March of Intellect, to congratulate the 
modern British public upon the peaceful and o: 
condition of its streets, uninfested by robbers, Mohocks, 
or unruly apprentices. After the successful raid made 
last Monday by the “advanced guard” of the Finsbury 
Militia, it is obvious that we modern Londoners have 
little to boast of as regards the safety of our thorongh- 
fares. Every one has read the return of wounded citi 
zens and missing watches which occupied a column ia 
Wednesday’s Zimes. It was bad enough to be garotted 
at night under a dark railway arch in the suburbs, but 
to be charged, trampled on, and plundered by a battalion 
of thieves in Pall-mall during broad daylight is an in 
dignity which out-Herods Herod. It is surely strangely 
unfortunate and rather significant that the march of 
the Finsbury Militia from Finsbury to the Regent’s-patk 
“ without any notice whatever to the police ” should pro 
duce such a result. Have the roughs and thieves of 
London so far got the upper hand of the honest people 
and the Executive that whenever a regiment is marched 
from one barrack to another, special pickets of police are 
necessary to rrevent their route from being attended by 
a triumphant progress of highwaymen ? 

Civilians do not now-a-days carry weapons, but unless 
the streets become safer we ehall all have to do so, and 
to venture out without a knuckle duster, or, at least, 8 
stout blackthorn, will come to be considered an act of 
unpardonable foolhardiness, 

As an additional instance of the condition of public 
thoroughfares,—last Sunday evening, about 8 p.m, & 
pitched battle was fought in Oxford-street, a few hundred 
yards from the Marble Arch, by two roughs, one of whom 
was stripped to the waist; the combatants were suf 
rounded by their respective backers, and a good many 
rounds were fought before the police came up. Of course 
this entertainment, which appeared to afford a keen 
pleasure to the parties who “assisted,” was ultimately 
suppressed, but the mere fact of such a scene being poe 
sible at such an hour, and in such a place, is a disgrace 





to the metropolis, 
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‘“" “THE EXAMINATION OF BAR STUDENTS. 

In the present enthusiasm for competitive examina- 
tions it would seem a somewhat fruitless task to attack 
the principle of competition itself or even to criticize 
‘ in a particular examination beyond the fairness, 
and competency of the examiners. But it is precisely 
wander such circumstances that an unprejudiced com- 
wméntary attains its highest value, by recalling the atten- 
tion of the public to the true conditions of the problem ; 
dt is attempting to solve, and reminding it that no remedy 
fz to be received with so great suspicion as that which 

to be universal. 

*We are very little disposed to underrate the salutary 
dnfiugnce of full and free competition, but it must 
never be lostsight of that a competitive examination, while 
in appearance conforming strictly, and in fact ostenta- 
tiously, to this condition, is in reality a limitation of the 
‘ery principle upon which it professes to be wholly based. 
The evil which an examination is primarily intended 
tomeet is that of favouritism, and the evil is so gigantic, 
and its bad effects have been and are so apparent in 
every branch of the public service, that for the purpose 
of excluding complete incapacity, the virtues of a specific 
may fairly be accorded to the competitive system. But 
there are other objects supposed to be attained by the 
principle of competition ; it is used to distinguish not 
merely the sheep from the goats, which, gross mismanage- 
ment apart, it can in every case do, but to classify by 
nice gradations the marketable quality of the wool on 
each sheep. And it is moreover supposed to afford an 
enormous stimulus to education. It is in reference to 
this last point that the public at large are more particu- 
arly concerned. 

Sir Charles Trevelyan, or a college tutor, may worship 
at the shrine of infinite graduation, but the mass of 
mankind, though taking a kindly interest in the youthful 
struggles of their sons and nephews, value the result of 
@n examination rather as a proof of general vigour than 
‘of special aptitude. Cambridge may be said to be the 
mative home of all that huge forest of competition which 
‘thas sprung up over the whole face of the country within 
the last thirty years; but, even in Cambridge, a senior 
‘wrangler seldom gets the credit of being thought a real 
‘mathematician, but is regarded rather as a very able 
man with gigantic powers of assimilation and repro- 
duction. 


This subject has been suggested to us by the list 
‘we publish to-day of gentlemen who have passed the 
general examination for a call to the Bar. As our 
weaders are aware, the system of examining candi- 
dates for a call to the Bar was introduced about 
fifteen years ago, and as the results of the system can 
searcely be considered satisfactory, it cannot be out of 
‘place to attempt here an inquiry into the causes which 
‘have prevented that complete success which was no doubt 
originally hoped for. Now at the first blush the system 
‘seems to have had everything in its favour. Like every- 
‘thing of the kind in England, the examination has been 
conducted with scrupulous fairness, always by men of 
ability and sometimes even by persons of eminent learning. 
‘Where then is the latent defect, for it is clear that some 

does exist, since but a small proportion of those 
actually called submit themselves to any examination at 
‘all, and the gentlemen who do enter for it are not, in 
‘most cases, the ablest men of their time, nor those con- 
sidered most likely to attain to the ultimate prizes of the 
profession. Now it may be assumed as an axiom that 
‘after the age of twenty-three, no gentleman will submit 
himself to a public examination for the mere honour of 
standing high on the list. You must either offer him 
‘some considerable pecuniary reward; or you must make 
the course of reading which leads to success part of his 
necessary professional training; or you must render 
‘the examination compulsory on all. 

There are strong objections, though founded on very 
different grounds, to everyone of these courses, The very 





= == 
circumstance of offering a pecuniary reward is in itself 
@ confession that an attempt is being made to divert 
study from its natural channel, Again, though it is 
undoubtedly true that where there are strong it- 
centives to a narrowing style of reading, an excuse 
seéms offered for giving an extraneous inducement to a 
broader kind of work; yet such attempts must prove 
abortive after a certain age, when once, in fact, the stu- 
dent has begun to work from a principle of ambition, 
and has fairly realised the conditions on which pro- 
fessional success can alone be attained. No pecuniary 
reward which any Government would consent to offer 
would successfully divert a well-advised man from the 
road which is too well beaten to be doubtful. 

As to making the examination harmonise with real 
professional work, it is perhaps too much to say that 
such a thing is impossible, but it will almost appear so 
to anyone who will fairly consider for a moment the 
qualities which make a grsat counsel, The difficulty of 
getting examiners fitted for the work would be almost 
insuperable, and the advantages of the system would be 
too problematical, to induce the nation to pay the enor- 
mous remuneration which anyone qualified to conduct 
such an examination would have a right to demand. 
Almost all the professional knowledge which could be 
tested by any cheap process would necessarily be of a 
very second-rate character; and, indeed, would be of 
that kind which, though possessed by men of large 
practical experience, forms no part of that knowledge 
and ‘sagacity which conduced to their success, and 
is, in fact, contained in books of very ready access to 
all 


To render the examination compulsory, on the other 
hand, would, without one or other of the two conditions 
just discussed, have little effect, except that of weeting 
the profession of very idle or stupid men whose presence 
in the profession, though a matter of regret, does, 
as a matter of fact, little practical harm to anyone. 
Those who have any knowledge of pass examinations 
must have observed that their tendency is cortinually 
downwards and cramwards, and that the extreme ten- 
derness of humanity is such that few persons possessed 
of bare sanity are absolutely excluded from anything to 
which a pass examination offers the only barrier. We 
do not, however, object to the examination for a pass; 
we would oniy suggest whether it should not take place 
at a different time—at the commencement rather than 
the end of the pupillary condition. 

But whatever force may lie in these. objections, one 
thing is indisputable—the Council of Education have 
not seen fit to adopt any one of the courses suggested. 
Tite pecuniary reward is so trifling, when we consider 
the class of men who go to the Bar, that it.may safely be 
left out of account; the examination is not compulsory, 
as a call may be obtained by attending lectures, or read- 
ing in chambers with a barrister or pleader for a year, 
and it is not too much to say that a large portion of the 
reading required for the examination has no connection 
with the professional knowledge which will ultimately 
be required in the case of any particular individual. 

The practical question which is suggested is this:— 
does no remedy exist for these defects? Everyone will 
admit that on the one hand an advocate should be a man 
with a cultivated understanding, having a general ac- 
quaintance with the constitutional history of that country 
whose laws it is his function to aid in administering, and 
at least some knowledge of other branches of English 
law besides the one he proposes to follow as a practiticner. 
But we would submit for the consideration of those 
concerned, whether the true solution of the difficulty 
does not lie in a different direction to that in which the 
Council of Legal Education (whose learning and ability 
we need not say are undoubted) have sought it. The 
reader has perhaps anticipated our conclusion. General 
preparatory knowledge it is the function of the school 
and the university to impart. The results of such teach- 
ing might find an appropriate test in a compulsory 
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entrance examination conducted by the council.+ This 
done, our existing educational institutions would be 
necessarily stimulated and quickened to a better dis- 
charge of their great duties, and the profession would be 
weeded of many who might be better out of it; the 
remainder having once been admitted by the Inns of 
Court, we incline to think that the Council of Legal 
Education would have done all that the interests of the 
profession and the nation can require. 





MUSICAL AND DRAMATIC COPYRIGHT. 


A question of considerable difficulty, which arose some 
yearsagoastojthe right of performing musical and dramatic 
compositions, has been revived by the case of !Vallerstein 
vv. Herbert, which came before the Court of Queen’s Bench 
last week (reported in this week’s W.R.). The plaintiff 
had been employed by Mr. Frank Matthews to compose cer- 
tain musical accompaniments to a dramatic version of the 
well-known novel Lady Audley’s Secret, which had been 
prepared for the stage of the St. James’s Theatre, by Mr. 
Matthews. Afterwards, Mr. Matthews transferred the 
play, which had been thus produced, along with the 
theatre, to Miss Herbert, under whose management the 
piece, with the music, has been performed. The plain- 
tiff brought his action to recover penalties for the per- 
formance of the music without his permission. The 
defence was that the music was a mere adjunct or acces- 
sory of the play, and therefore that it was not such a 
work as could become the subject of property under the 
statute. The Court adopted this view and gave judgment 
for the defendant. As the Court relied upon Hatton v. 
Kean, 8 W. R. 7, 7 C. B. N.S. 268, it may be useful to refer 
to that case in order to see exactly what was decided by it. 
The plaintiff had composed certain musical accompani- 
ments to Shakespeare’s play of Much Ado About Nothing, 
which was produced by the defendant at the Princess’s 
Theatre. To a declaration for penalties under the 
statute, the defendant pleaded that the plaintiff’s 
musical composition was part of adramatic piece adapted 
to the stage by the defendant, and that the defendant 
employed the plaintiff, for reward, to compose the same 
as an accessory to the piece, on the terms that the de- 
fendant should have the sole liberty of performing the 
musical composition with the dramatic piece, and as an 
accessory thereto. 

The case came before the Court upon demurrer to this 
ples, and therefore the public had no opportunity of 
hearing Mr. Kean explain “the general design of the 
representation ” of a play of Shakespeare, in which he 
alleged himself to have a property. The Court, in giving 
judgment, said that “the music so composed by the di- 
rection and under the superintendence of the defendant, 
and as part of the general plan of the spectacle, must, 
as between him and the plaintiff, become the property of 
the defendant.” 

The importance of this qualification “as between the 
parties,” will be manifest by considering what would 
have happened if a rival manager had produced the 
gameplay. It would have been difficult for Mr. Kean to 
protect his “general design” against imitation, but if 
the musical accessories had been performed at a compet- 
ing theatre, there would have been infringement of a 
right which the statute was intended to protect. But who 
ought to sue for penalties under the statute? If Mr. 
Keane became the plaintiff he would have been called 
upon to explain those matters which were taken for 
granted in his plea, 

In the case of Shepherd v. Conquest, 4 W. RB. 283, 17 
C. B. 427, the plaintiffs employed a person named 
Courtney as & “stock author,’ at a weekly salary, to 
compose or adapt dramas for the Surrey Theatre. 
They sent him to Paris, paying his travelling expenses 

* It will be borne in m‘nd that the preliminary examination 


inatituted for bar students is not an exatnination 
subjects, and that those who have gradusted at eit 





who was sued for penalties under the statute by Cour}. 
ney’s employers. The plaintiffa could not ; 
themselves as assignees, because there had been no 

ment in writing ; and it was therefore contended tha 
they were entitled to be considered as authors of th» 
piece which they had caused Courtney to produce. The 
case was likened to that of an inventor of a maching 
whose title to a patent is not invalidated by showing that 
assistants employed by him have suggested su) 

parts of the machine. The Court declined to express any 
opinion whether, under any circumstances, the right of 
representation could become vested ab initio in an em. 
ployer, other than the person who had actually composed 
the work. But the Court held that no such effect coulg 
be produced, where the employer merely suggested the 
subject, and had no share in the design or execution of 
the work. In Hatton v. Kean the Court said that the 
case before it came within the class as to which in 

herd v. Conquest it had declined giving any opinion. 
answer to the argument that a musical composition of 
great merit and undeniable originality might, under the 
decision in Hatton v. Kean, be deprived of the benefit of 
the statute, the Court said that the composer might protect 
himself by previous stipulation. It might be added that 
a dramatic piece is necessarily more or less the produ 
of different minds, and there would be great inconveni- 
ence in allowing each person who had contributed, in 
however small a degree, to the result, to distinguish his 
portion and claim separately the benefit of the statute ip 
respect of it. But it would be easy to put a case ip 
which the principle of Hatton v. Kean could not be satis- 
factorily applied. 

Take, for example, one of those operas of which Auber 
supplied the music and Scribe the words. If such a work 
had been produced in England, would the musician, og 
the writer, or the two jointly, or the manager who had 
engaged them to perform the work, be entitled to the 
right of representation ? In the case which has occe 
sioned these remarks, there was some plausibility in Mr. 
Matthews’ claim to be considered as “the author and 
designer of an entire dramatic representation”” He had 
dramatized a novel, or, more probably, had employed s 
“stock author” to dramatize it for him. Whatever may 
be thought of the merit of such work, he had certainly 
done much more to Miss Braddon’s story than Mr. Kean 
did to Shakespeare’s play. It cannot but be remembe 
in connection with this subject, that the music in Mac 
and in several other plays of Shakspeare, is perhaps a 
beautiful as the plays themselves. The Court of Queen's 
Bench would probably hesitate before applying to such 
music the rule which deprives the composer of the pro- 
perty in his work. 


NEWSPAPER STAMPS AND SECURITIES. 

Mr. Milner Gibson has recently drawn the attention of 
the House of Commons to a grievance which, although 
slight in ite character, ought to be speedily remedied 
We are all justly proud of the freedom of our press, and 
can point with a self-complacency, which in this case 
is well founded, to the superiority of English journals 
over thore both of our continental neighbours and our 
American cousins. The well printed and well edited 
sheets which meet our eyes every morning are indeed 
far preferable to the miserable and attenuated journals 
with which our Spanish or Austrian contemporaries, for 
example, are obliged to be satisfied. But although the 
freedom of “ unlicensed printing” is beyond dispute 
among us, still, even to this day, there are vexatious re~ 
strictions upon everyone desirous to start a newspaper, 
which have no pretence for continued existence. The 
reason they have not been attacked and swept away 
long ago is that they have hitherto existed in a senti- 








wniversity are nut required to pass it, 


mental rather than o practical form; and English people 
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+ choose to attend to a mere theoretical grievance. 
are a practical nation, and impatient about mere 
of speculative discussion. We never care to 
a wrong until it has been practically demon- 
to be intolerable. Protection, for instance, might 
existed to this day, had not Cobden impressed on 
gs minds a conviction that the cause of free trade 
the cause of the big loaf. The Thames Embank- 
snt was not commenced until the river had well-nigh 
ed our legislators. Legislation in favour of the 
poor would never have taken place but for the ex- 
of workhouse mismanagement which horrified 
minds last autumn; and in the same manner we 
A probably have not heard anything about the dis- 
of newspaper proprietors from Mr. Gibson, if 
vernment had not, under the present law, insti- 
ings to recover penalties from various local 
of unquestionable respectability. 
that the Hast London Observer, the Owl, the 
ive, and the Hornsey Hornet, have failed to give the 
surity required by 60 Geo. 3, c. 9, against the publica- 
of seditious or blasphemous libels, By that Act it 
is provided that security should be given against such 
publication, and by a subsequent statute of William IV. 
the security system was extended to cases of private 
libel. The object of both enactments was to ensure 
that in case of any person being libelled in a newspaper, 
he might be sure that the newspaper proprietor should 
be able to answer for the offence in damages, or be 
able to pay a penalty in the event of an information 
filed him, The absurdity of the enactment 
is that it is only applicable to papers selling above the 
price of sixpence, and which are more than 714 inches 
square. The consequence is—to use the words of Mr. 
@anning—that the disseminator of sedition or blasphemer 
has only to screw his courage up to print his opinions in 
a sheet which costs sixpence, or which is more than 
714 inches square, and he may go free. The law there- 
fore, as it stands, is signally absurd and extremely un- 
equal, The vast majority of papers at the present time 
ome within its letter, for there is no such thing asa 
sixpenny daily paper, and the sixpenny weeklies are 
almost all of them below 714 square inches in size. 
Some alteration, then, is clearly required. Either let all 
newspaper proprietors be compelled to find security for 
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Abolish the security aystem altogether, 
and trust, as the experience of the cheap daily press 
‘shows you may well trust, to the integrity and good feel- 

of English journalists. It is perhaps too much to 
that there will be any on the subject 

the present session, but it will not be long, we 
before something will be done by Parliament to 
telieve a most meritorious class of men from the conse- 
quences of a vexatious and wholly useless enactment. 





RECENT DECISIONS. 


EQUITY. 
POLLUTION OF STREAM, 
, Crossley v. Lightowler, 15 W. R. 801. 
_ The law of nuisances has been the subject of a very 
Jarge number of decisions, the most important of which 
were cited in the arguments in this case. The main 


points for which the case is worth notice are four in 
Xumber, 


1, The plaintiffs complaining that the water of 


the defendants’ dye-works, the defendants asserted 
@ prescriptive. right to foul the stream. The facts 
were that a preseriptive right had been acquired 
by the defendents’ predecessors in 1839, but in the 
meantime the dye-works had, during a period of 
about twenty years, been disused, and the building suf- 
fered to fall into a state of desuetude, Under these cir- 
cumstances Lord Chelmsford held that the prescriptive 
right had been abandoned. Many cases, from Zuttrell’s 
case, in the 4th volume of Coke, p. 490, were cited by 
the defendants to show that abandonment should not be 
presumed under the circumstances. But Lord Chelmsford 
remarked that although a mere suspension of a right does 
not necessarily prove an intention toabandon it, and though 
time is not a necessary element in such a question, yet a 
long continued suspension might throw upon the person 
entitled the onus of indicating, during the period of 
cesser, his intention of preserving the right. Simply as 
a precedent of fact, Crossley v. Lightowler is not of much 
value in this respect; the facts were so strongly against 
the maintenance of the prescriptive right, but the general 
principle just mentioned was neatly put by Lord Chelms- 
ford. 


2. The next point to be noticed is Lord Chelmsford’s 
statement of the law respecting the right of an indi- 
vidual to complain of a particular nuisance or pollution 
in a lecality where such disagreeables are thickly dis- 
tributed. In St. Helen’s Smelting Company v. Tipping, 
13 W. RB. 1083, 11 H. L. 650, among other cases, it 
was laid down that what would be actionable in one 
place may not be in another, and that in certain counties 
where great manufacturing works abound, parties are 
not to insist to the uttermost on their extreme rights. 
Lord Chelmsford’s judgment upon this part of the pre- 
sent case is not so clear as his judgments usually are; 
but the gist of it appears to be that where a neighbour- 
hood abounds with sources of pollution either to water or. 
air, if a plaintiff can manage to trace home an injury to 
any one of these sources, he has a good case. If the 
word “injury” here be restricted to mean injuria cum 
damno, this is true beyond doubt; but “injury” is in 
such cases a dangerously ambiguous word, and this 
dictum of Lord Chelmsford not only goes beyond, but is 
rather inconsistent with what was laid down in S. 
Helen’s Smelting Company v. Tipping (udi sup.), am ad- 
mitted authority on the subject. Lord Chelmsford adds, 
“If the defendants add to the former foul state of the 
water, and yet are not to be responsible, on account of 
its previous condition, this consequence would follow:— 
that if plaintiffs were to make terms with the other pol- 
lutors of the stream, so as to have the water free from 
the impurities produced by their works, the defendants 


as it was unfit for your use,and you cannot now, 
getting rid of the existing pollations from other sources, 
prevent our doing what, at the time when we began, we 
had a right to do.’” The example Lord Chelmaford here 
uses as a test shows the great danger there is in founding 
an argument upon such suppositious cases, 

is in truth one which changes the i 

problem. The “nuisance” (all these 

dangerous) must be regarded according to the 

really has on the plaintiffs’ property. There may 
much noise in a room that one man’s shouting will 
very little to the effect produced on the tympanum 
another man standing close by him; and 

man was the only noisy person in the room, he 


source of pollution, though distinotly identified, adds in 
an infinitesimal degree only to the amount of 
pollution, Lord Cranworth, in giving judgment in S&. 
Helen's Smelting Company v. Tipping, pat this very 
clearly by a reference to a smoke nuisance case tried 





the river Hebble was polluted by the discharge from 


before him at Durham, when a Baron of the Exchequer: 
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“I was proved incontestably,” his Lordship said, “ that 
smoke did come, and in some degree interfere, with a 
certain person, but I said, ‘You must look at it, not 
with a view to the question whether, abstractedly, that 
quantity of smoke was a nuisance, but’ whether it was 
% nuisanee to a person living in the town of Shields;’ 
because, if it only added in an infinitesimal to the 
quantity of! smoke, I held that the state of the town 
rendered-it altogether impossible to call that an action- 
able nuisance.” If the complainant, as Lord Chelmsford 
puts it, were’ to buy off, and so put a stop to, all the 
other pollutions, then the one remaining might, for the 
first. time, ‘produce, not an infinitesimal, but a very 
marked effect on the air or water in question. Whether 
or no a plaintiff, under such circumstances, would main- 
tain a suit or action, is a question which involves con- 
siderations foreign to our present inquiry. It is plain, 
however, that Lord Chelmsford’s hypothetical argument 
carries the point a little too far, and would entitle a 
plaintiff to succeed against a pollution which, thovgh in 
free open country, it would inflict genuine damage, 
would actually in its own locality affect the plaintiff 
only infinitesimally. We would therefore recommend 
intending plaintiffs in “nuisance” cases not to build 
upon this dictum of the Court in Crossley v. Lightowler ; 
a surer test is afforded by the remarks above quoted 
from St. Helen’s Smelting Company v. Tipping. 

3. A third point to be noticed in Crossley v. Lightonler 
is this: the plaintiffs, whose works were on the banks of 
the Hebble, about three quarters of a mile below the de- 
fendants’ dye-works, complained, as riparian proprictors, 
of the pollution of the stream by the defendants. ‘The 
water used by the plaintiffs on their works was in fact 
water led through a pipe from a point half a mile nearer 
to the defendant’s works, and the plaintiffs did not 
prove any pollution of the water which flowed past their 
own works. Under these circumstances Lord Chelms- 
ford held the fouling of the water which reached the 
plaintiffs through the pipe was not an injury to them as 
riparian proprietors, This point is one of much im- 
portance to mill-owners. 

4. The plaintiffs also claimed an injunction in right of 
a separate piéce of land on the river banks, which they 
had recently purchased of the defendants. This pur- 
chase would seem to have been an excellent investment, 
for it obtained for them the injunction to which, as we 
have seen, they were not otherwise entitled. It was 
contended on the part of the defendants that there must 
be.implied a reservation to them of the right to continue 
fouling the water after the purchase. Lord Chelmsford, 
following the lead of Lord Westbury in Suffield v. Brown, 
12 W. R. 356, held otherwise. In Suffield v. Brown, it 
will be remembered, Lord Westbury expressly disapproved 
from the decision in Pyer v. Carter, 5 W. R. 87, 1 H. & 
N. 916, and did soon the simple ground that the grantor, 
or those claiming under him, shall not derogate from his 
absolute grant. Pyer v. Carter may now be considered 
as a dead letter. 


COMMON LAW. 
Hunter v. Wyhes, 15 W. R., Q. B., 125. 


In nine cases out of ten when a decision is given upon 
the construetion of a contract the case is almost valueless 
as a precedent, because precisely the same words may, if 
used in different documents, have entirely different 
meanings, and such cases have therefore very little interest 
and in fact.ought rarely to be reported. In Hunter v. 
Wykes a question of construction may be said to have 
been decided, but it arose and was decided in such a 
manner that the case is not without some value as an 
authority for the future. The defendant, a broker in the 
city of London, agreed to take the plaintiff into partner- 
ship on a certain day but did notdoso. The plaintiff 
brought his action for breach of contract. Thedefendant 
| nage that at the time of making the agreement and 

from then until the commencement of the action the 








plaintiff was not:a duly admitted and licensed. 
and that if the defendant had admitted the plaintiff 
partnership it would have been the plaintiff’s duty toiagy 
as broker, and the defendant’s duty to allow him todo:igy 
To?this plea there was a demurrer. arte 
f course the sole question was, was it necessary, on! 
the construction of the contract between the parties, thap, 
the plaintiffshould be a broker before he became partner? 
The Court held that it was necessary, as it must ibe 
assumed in such an agreement, unless there were som 
stipulation to the contrary; that each partner should agh 
for the benefit of the partnership as broker ; and asithe 
plaintiff, through his own default; had not the power a 
to act, not being duly admitted and licensed, he had 
not performed his part of the agreement, and: therefore 
there was under these circumstances no breach of 
ment on the part of the defendant. Judgment wag 
therefore given for the demurrer. Although the decision 
is really one of construction rather than anything else, 
it may still be useful as an authority to show what wil} 
discharge a person from the necessity of performing hig 
part of a contract, or in other words, what is sufficientt> 
show readiness and willingness on the part of a defen 
dant to.carry out: the terms of an agreement when the 
plaintiff himself hasbeen guilty of. a breach: of some 
one or more of its provisions. 


Feltham v. England, 15 W. B., Q. B., 151. { 

In the case of Waburton v. The Great Western Raik 
way Company, which we noticed a short time ago (ante 
697), we had occasion to.comment upon the-rules of law 
that render a master liable for damage caused by thé 
negligent acts.ofa servant in the ordinary course of hig 
duty ; and we also noticed the exception to the rule 
when one servant is injured by a fellow servant. Thi 
exception has been: well established for some time, bub 


| the question has arisen upon several occasions how far 


this ‘exeeption is to be carried. Is it to exonerate! 
master from: all liability for the negligence of a foreman 
or other person who has the superintendence and dire, 
tion of # number of servants? Before any éase hat 
been decided upon the point there certainly was a good 
deal to be said upon each sifle of the argumert. <A fore 
man is in one sense a fellow-servyant of those whom :he 
directs, and he is engaged with them in carrying :out 
one commen undertaking, and so far, therefore, his master 
ought not to be liable for his negligence which may 
injure one of the servants under him. Against this view 
it was contended that a foreman is an alter ego of. the 
master. That the master is liable to his servants forthe 
consequence of any personal negligence on his part, and 
that, therefore, he ought not to escape such responsibility 
by appointing a foreman. In short it was argued that 
the foreman’s negligence ought to be held to operate in 
the same way.as the personal negligence of: the master 
Feltham v. England isan authority to show. that a fore 
man. is in no different position, so far as his master’s 
liability for his negligence is concerned, than any other 
servant. In other words, he is a fellow-servant ‘of those 
who are undér ‘his orders. Feltham v. England. is nob 
the first case which has been so decided. There wereseveral 
decisions almost precisely in point. It seems, however, 
now, that this question must be taken to be conclusively 
settled, unless these decisions should hereafter be called 
in question before @ higher tribunal. There was anather 
point in this case, but it was-one merely of fact, arising 
from the nature of the evidence, and does not in any 
way affect the point which we have been discussing. 


Madrid Bank vy. Bayley, 15 W. R., Q. B., 159. 
Since the passing of the Common Law Procedure Act, 
1854, a great many cases have been decided on its 51st 
section, which first gave the right to either party in an 
action to administer interrogatories to the other party. 
In this case a novel point arose, on which it seems there 


bad hitherto never been a decision. | Section 61 provides 
that either party to a cause may deliver interrogatories 
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to the opposite party and require “such party,” or in the 
nee body -corporate; any of the “officers of. such 


of a 

Solr rate,” to answer them within ten days. In 
the Madrid Bank v. Bayley. an action was commenced 
by the official liquidator of the bank, which was under- 
a compulsory winding-up, against the defendant 
for the amount of some.calls.due from him to the com- 
It is provided by the Companies Act, 1862 (ss. 
94,95), that when a company is being wound-up in this 
way, all the powers of the company, its property, rights 
of action, &c., are vested in the official liquidator, who 
alone can bring actions or take other proceedings, 
although such proceedings are conducted in the name of 
the company. The defendant obtained an order to 
deliver interrogatories to the directors of the bank, and 
for a. stay of proceedings until they should be answered, 
‘but the directors declined to answer, as they contended 
they were no longer “officers” of the bank within the 
meaning of the 51st section of the Common Law Pro- 
eedure Act, 1854. They argued that as the Companies 
Act, 1862, deprived them of all the powers of directors 
from the commencement of the winding-up, they could 
no longer be considered “ officers ” of the company. ‘The 
effect of this refusal was to stop the action altogether. 
The defendant, of course, did not want to push it on, and 
would take no steps against the directors, and the official 
liquidator could not proceed until the stay of proceedings 
was removed. Under these circumstances an application 
was made to the Court. by the official liquidator to com- 
gel the directors to answer. The directors, besides urging 
that they were not “ officers ” of the bank, also contended 
‘that even if they were bound to answer, they could not 
be compelled to do so at the instance of the official 
liquidator, who was no party to the action on the record. 
The Court. decided that the directors were bound to 
answer as they still remained “ officers” for this purpose, 
‘although they no longer could exercise the powers of 
directors. And further, the Court held that it was no 
objection to the application, that it was made by the 
Official liquidator, who was the person really interested 
‘in the action ; but, in deciding this latter point, they 
¢arefully guard themselves from its being supposed that 
‘they would allow a mere volunteer to make such an 

‘application. : 

This was the first case decided on this point, and cer- 
tainly all considerations of convenience and expediency 
‘are in favour of the view adopted by the Court, although 
‘there were, no doubt, some purely technical arguments 
advanced on the part of the directors, which were not 
‘altogether without weight. 


Wood v. Dunn, 15 W. R., Ex. Ch., 180. 

This was an action by trustees under a trust deed exe- 
cuted by one Stap under the 192nd section of the Bank- 
ruptey Act, 1861, against the defendant to recover a 
debt due from him to Stap. The defence was that cer- 
tain judgment creditors of Stap had obtained a garnishee 
order attaching the defendant’s debt to Stap, and that 
the defendant’ had paid the money so attached to those 
judgment creditors. .The short question was whether 
such a payment by the defendant was any defence against 
‘the plaintiffs’ claim, the trust deed having been executed 
and registered before the payment. The Court of Queen’s 
‘Bench decided that it afforded no defence, and that the 
‘defendant was therefore liable to the plaintiffs—that is 
‘to: say, that. he must pay. the same debt twice, although 
the first payment was made under a judge’s order. 
‘The Court of Exchequer Chamber reversed this decision 
‘on the broad principle that‘the law will never compel a 

rson to pay a sum ‘of money a second time which he 
‘has paid once under the sanction of a court having com- 
petent jurisdiction. It did not clearly appear upon the 
pleadings, the case having. been argued upon demurrer, 
whether the defendant had notice of the execution and 
Tegistration of the deed before payment to the judgment 

sereditors. The plea only alleged that the payment to the 





judgment creditors. was made in order to avoid execution 
being levied, and because the defendant could not other- 
wise avoid execution, 

The Court held that they must take the allegation in 
the plea either to import that the defendant had no 
notice of the deed, or that, if he had, it was under such 
circumstances that he was unable to get the order set 
aside before he was compelled to pay, under the imme- 
diate threat of an execution, and to save its heing actually 
levied. In the former of these cases the payment would 
be good, on the ground that it was made under the sanc- 
tion of a competent authority, and ought, therefore, to 
be protected, and also because such payment comes within 
the 65th section. of the Common Law Procedure Act, 1854, 
which provides that payment made by the garnishee shall 
be a valid discharge to him as against the judgment 
debtor. The payment in the latter case would seem to be 
valid on the ground that it was compelled. by due process 
of law, against which the defendant could only protect 
himself by payment. 

In both these cases the Court were of opinion that the 
remedy of the plaintiffs was against the judgment 
creditors for money had and received to.their use. The 
Court, however, carefully abstained from deciding what 
would have been the position of the defendant if he had 
paid the money with notice of the deed and not under 
immediate fear of execution. This case, therefore, is no 
authority at all to guide persons who may be in the 
position of the defendant, but with notice of such a deed, 

It is plain that,as a matter of expediency, whatever 
the law may ultimately be held to be, it would be un- 


_wise for a garnishee who receives notice of the execution 


of a deed under the 192nd section of the Bankruptcy 
Act, 1861, to pay over the money to the judgment creditor. 
There are two courses which might be taken: first, he 
might apply at judges’ chambers to have the éxecution 
under the order stayed so that he might be relieved from 
the necessity of paying the money to the judgment 
creditor under fear of execution; or, secondly, he might 
give notice to the trusteesof the deed of the order that 
had. been made upon him, and then leave it for them to 
take such steps as they might be advised. Wood v. Dunn 
does not show which of these courses should be adopted, 
or indeed whether it would be necessary to adopt either. 
However, until this point shall have received judicial 
decision, it would probably be safer for the garnishee to 
apply at chambers to stay the execution. This might be 
a troublesome, but would be perhaps the only perfectly 
safe course which he could adopt. Giving notice to the 
trustees might be sufficient, but it has not yet been de- 
cided to be sufficient. It is hardly necessary to observe 
in conclusion that these questions can only arise where 
the garnishee order is in the first instance made without 
the garnishee having notice of any deed. If at that 
time he has notice it would be his duty to oppose the 
making of theorder upon the ground that his debt is no 
longer due to the judgment debtor but to his trustees, 


os 


Kelner v. Baxter and Others, 15 W. R., ©. P., 278. 

It was decided some time ago in the case of Collen v. 
Wright, 7 BE. & B. 601, 5 W. R. 265 ; Ex. Ch. 8 E & B. 
647,6 W. R. 123, thatifa person contracts expressly as 
agent for another, who is named at the time, and it turns 
out afterwards that he had no authority from his alleged 
principal to enter into such a contract, the person so con- 
tracting as agent may be sued by the other party to 
the contract for breach of a promise implied by law, that 
he had the authority which he represented he possessed. 
In such cases no action can in general be bronght against 
the alleged agent.on the contract itself, because he 
made no contract at all on his own behalf, but only 
purported to make one on behalf of another. If such 
alleged authority be fraudulently assumed, and the per- 
son acting as agent knows at the time that he has no 
such authority in fact, an action can of course be main- 
tained for the fraud to recover compensation for what- 
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ever loss may have been caused by such conduct. But 
before the case of Collen v. Wright it was doubted 
whether any action at all would lie against a person who 
represented he had authority to contract for another 
under a bond fide belief that he was duly authorised 
his alleged principal. It is clear no action of frau 
would lie in such a case, because there was no intention 
to deceive, and, for the reasons just given, no action 
would lie on the contract itself. Collen v. Wright at 
last decided that in such a case an action of contract 
upon an implied warrant of authority might be main- 
tained. The declaration in such an action is always 
framed in the form of a special count upon the warranty. 
In Kelner v. Baxter this doctrine has been extended a 
little further, and it was there held that if a person con- 
tracts as agent for an alleged principal, who does not then 
exist, he may be sued upon the contract as if he had made 
it as principal and not as agent. The defendants in this 
case bought some goods of the plaintiff under a written 
contract, which they signed “on behalf of the proposed 
Gravesend, &c., Company,” the company not being at 
that time in existence. The action was on the common 
money counts for goods sold, &c. The defence was that 
the defendants were not personally liable on the contract 
as it was expressed to be made on behalf of the company 
only, and as the company had subsequently ratified it. 
It was held, however, that the defendants were personally 
liable, asa valid ratification can only be made by persons 
in existence, either actually or in contemplation of law 
at the time the act to be ratified was performed, and, 
consequently, the company were incapable of ratifying 
the contract. As the company could not render them- 
selves liable by a ratification, it followed that the contract 
would be inoperative unless the defendants were bound 
thereby. Willes,J.,in his judgment, said, “The defen- 
dants, by putting in the words ‘on behalf of,’ cannot free 
themselves. Those words are of no more effect than they 
would be if a person were to state in a contract that he 
agreed to buy oats on behalf of his horses.” Kelner v. 
Baxter has carried the law somewhat further than any 
other reported case, and it will therefore be useful to 
remember it. in connection with Collen v. Wright, 
which, notwithstanding this decision, still remains the 
leading case on this subject. 





REVIEW. 

The Law of the Building of Churches, Parsonages, and Schools. 
By C. F. Trower, Esq., of the Inner Temple, Barrister- 
at-Law. London: Butterworths, 

A good book upon this subject is calculated to be of con- 
siderable service both to lawyers, clerics, and laymen, and 
upon the whole, after taking a survey of the work before us, 
we may pronounce it a useful work. It contains a great 
mass of information of essential import to those who, as 
parishioners, legal advisers or clergymen, are concerned with 
glebes, endowments, district chapelries, parishes, ecclesi- 
astical commissions, and such like matters, about which 
the public (and notably the clerical public) seem to know 
but Tittle, but which, it is needless to say, are matters of 
much importance. We cannot, however, tow unmixed 
praise upon this little book. The information seems mostly 
there, but not in a very accessible form. The index, too, 
is not very good—that is to say, it is not as complete as it 
should be. A man who knows the subject would perhaps 
be able to put his finger on what he wanted without very 
much trouble ; but books of this kind should be made as 
available as possible as books of reference for those who 
have no special acquaintance with the subject. 

The work is prefaced by a chapter of “definitions,” not 
over well done, but still very useful. In one respect the 
author has consulted brevity at too great expense: witness 
the following sentence, extracted from p, 111 :—“ A parish 
or district, 7.¢.,a D. and 8. P., D. P., P. D., D.C., or C.C., 
may be formed out of a N. P.” With the aid of an index 
of abbreviations, which is prefixed to the work, this sentence 
reads thus :—“‘ A parish or district, 7.¢., a district and sepa- 
rate parish, district parish, particular district, district cha- 





——==a 

, or consolidated chapelry, may be formed out of a new 

Lit The author's desire for brevity is laudable, bubie 

carried out, we think, with a lack of judgment. For a may 

who had occasion to consult this work but seldom, it woulg 

be most inconvenient to have to be continually turning to 
the index of abbreviations, ay 


y 
> 
’ 





COURTS. 


MASTER OF THE ROLLS. : 

June 3.—Re The Blakely Ordnance Company (Needham! 
case).—The questions in this case were—(l.) Whether a, 
shareholder, whose shares had been forfeited for non-pay,. 
ment of calls, was liable to the official liquidator under 
Companies’ Act, 1862; or whether the official liquidator: 
could recover the amount of the calls only by action at law: 
(2.) Whether, under such circumstances, the shareholder: 
could be held liable as a ‘‘ past member” under section $$ 
of the Act, while it was yet uncertain whether the recei 
from the present list of contributories might not be sufficient 
for the discharge of the liabilities. 

Baggallay, Q.C., and Napier Higgins, for the official 
liquidator. 

Jessel, Q.C., and Martineau, for Mr. Needham. 

His Lorpsuir said that the official liquidator could only 

roceed by action at law, and that the question of Mr. Ni 
am liability as a “‘ past member” must stand over pends 
ing the question of the sufficiency of the present list of con- 
tributories. 
VICE-CHANCELLOR WOOD. ; 

Jane 4—Attorney-General v. Edmunds.—This was & 
summons taken out by the defendant for the purpose of 
settling issues to be tried by a jury in this case, ‘The in. 
formation, it will be remembered, is filed on behalf of the 
Crown against Mr. Leonard Edmunds, formerly Clerk of 
the Patents and Clerk of the Commissioners of Patents, 
seeking an account of all fees and moneys received by the 
defendant in these offices, to make him liable in a 
such accounts for certain profits made by the purchase 
re-sale of stamps, and also to obtain a disallowance of de. 
ductions at the rate of 12s. 10d. for every skin of 
ment upon all documents prepared by the defendant as 
Clerk of the Patents from the fees received by him in that 
office, 

The proposed issues were all in the form—whether 
the defendant did ‘‘dishonestly abstract,”"—*‘ dishonestly 
obtain,” —* unlawfully use,” &c. 

Digby Seymour, Q.C., and Napier Higgins, for the defen- 

t 


ant, 

Wickens for the Attorney-General. 

The Vice-CHANCELLOR said he could not see that there 
would be any substantial issue requiring the intervention. 
ofajury. If questions of fact should arise at the hearing,. 
the Court could always call in the aid of ajury. The in- 
formation contained no imputation of dishonesty against. 
Mr. Edmunds, The facts appeared to be admitted as re. 
garded the parchments and stamps, and Mr, Edmunds con- 
tended that he had a right to do what he had done; it was 
respecting law that the parties were at issue. If there 
were any conflict of evidence as to the previous 
of the office, that might be a question of fact for a jury, 
but he could apprehend no such conflict. When the cause 
came to a hearing it would be open for Mr. Edmunds to 
say that the Crown had not chosen to repeat the charges 
which were brought against him at a time when he had. 


not the opportunity of meeting them, and of making the , 


most of that observation. 
The application was, therefore, refused, 


June 5,—Re The English Joint-Stock Bank (Limited).— 
This was an adjourned summons on a claim by Mr, Yel- 
land, late manager of the Bideford branch of the bank. 
Mr. Yelland was engaged from the 1st of July, 1865, for 
five years certain, at a salary of £500 a-year, with the 
right to use the bank peeuninne as a dwelling house, and 
liberty to act as agent for any insurance company, and to 
carry on the business of a ship and insurance broker 99 
before. The bank stopped in May, 1866, and on the 1st of 
August following the official liquidator notified to Mr. 
Yelland that his engagement was at an end. Mr. Yelland 
now claimed £1,958 odd, for three years and eleven months’ 
salary from the lst of August, 1866, and £3860 for three 





BY B a 


ais. 


mote | dite ded 


=) 


Sense 88280 8e4res% 


_ 2 Sep bt seeerernue 


Sr,eses ~ 


> 
| ae 


on SRR ELL™ 


—. a 
? 


Gh Ee P Ea Fiokis 


SRRRoesee err 


BRSs§ASseF sae 


Jane 8,1867. THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & REPORTER. 


743 
a 





: residence from the 24th of this month, when he will 
a ee the premises. 
me Mr. beg on 
j 1, and Lindley, © company, 
The Vice-Cuancetror said that the proper course would 
ibe to ascertain the t value of an annuity of £500 a- 
inati 1st of July, 1870, having regard to 


, terminating 
The tisk to life and health, and a proper rent for the bank 
premises. From this amount something must be deducted 
.on acoount of Mr. Yelland being at liberty to obtain a 


appointment, and regard must be had to the libert 
eae him by the agreement of acting as agent for 
‘gny insurance company. The matter would be sent back 
to chambers for calculation of the amount due to Mr. 
Yelland upon the principle thus laid down. 


“Vice-Chancellor Malins has issued the following notice :— 
No short causes will be heard on Saturdays in which the 
papers for the use of the Court have not been delivered the 


Jrevious day. — 
QUEEN’S BENCH. 
(Before the Lorp Curer Justice, and BLACKBURN, 
MELLor, and Suez, JJ.) 

June 6.—Re the Registrarship of the City Court; Ez 

parte Osgood.—This was an application for a rule for a 

warranto to Mr. Nelson, recently appointed registrar of 
He city Court, calling on him te show by what right he 
held that office. Mr. Osgood held the office until recently, 
when the Court of Common Council, upon evidence not 
taken before them, removed him from the post and ap- 
pointed Mr. Nelson, the City Solicitor. 

M. Chambers (Gibbons with him), in support, contended 
(1) that by the County Courts Equitable Jurisdiction Act 
‘the power of removing the registrar was in the Lord Chan- 
ellor, (2) That the removal in question was irregular, 
‘evidence not having been taken before the council.. 

The Lorp CureF Justice said that on the second ground 
Mr. Chambers was clearly entitled, and might take a rule 
wisi, As to the first point, the late Act merely given 
the City Court an equitable —— and had not taken 
away the power of removal, which remained with the 
¢ommon council. It might be awkward, but so it was. 

The other judges concurred. 


COURT OF COMMON PLEAS. 
In Banco.—(Before the Lorp Cuter JusTIcE, and WILLES 
and Smirn, JJ.) 

June 3.—Champney v. Arrowsmith.—The plaintiff was 
the vicar of the parish of St. Pancras, and the defendant was 
the incumbent of a new district church, which had been 
built on the site of the old parish church, under Lord 
Blandford’s Act (19 & 20 Vict. c. 104). The bone of conten- 
tion was the right to the churchyard of the church in 
question, which was in fact the churchyard of the old 
parish church of St. Pancras. The Midland Railway pro- 
posing to take a part of the churchyard, the compensation in 
tespect thereof was claimed by each party. The action (for 
trespass) was turned by consent into a special case, which 
was now argued. 

Gray, Q.C., and R. G. Williams for the plaintiff, con- 
tended that Lord Blandford’s Act did not transfer the fee of 
the old church to the incumbent of the new district. 

Mellish, Q.C., and Beresford, for the defendant, argued 
that the Act had the effect of constituting the new church a 
parish church, and that the fee of the churchyard conse- 
quently to the incumbent. 

The Court held that the fee-simple of the churchyard still 
temained with the vicar of the parish of St. Pancras. 

. Judgment for the plaintiff. 


BAIL COURT. 
(Before Lusx, J., and a Common Jury.) 

June 3.—Stubbs v. The Avonhead Hotel Company.—The 
plaintiff, a solicitor of Bristol, had procured for the company, 
of certain es in London, a loan of £3,000 upon mort- 
gage of the company’s property. The plaintiff had not 
acted as the company’s attorney, another gentleman having 
been employed in that capacity. The action was to recover 
£63, the plaintiff's charge for commission. 

opes for the plaintiff. 

Pinder, for the defendants, contended that the plaintiff 

had acted as an attorpey, and, consequently, that, as he had 





not delivered a signed bill 2 month before action, he was 
a by section 37 of the Attorneys’ and Solicitors’ 
ct from —— in this action. 
His Loxpsurr thought the plaintiff had acted as an at- 
torney, but suggested that the matter should be left to the 


Verdict for the defendant, with leave for the plaintiff to 
move. ee 
COURT OF EXCHEQUER. 

June 6.—A motion having been made by counsel 
upon affidavits which were not stamped, the Lord Chief 
Baron remarked that the Court of Exchequer would require 
counsel moving upon affidavits to see that the affidavits 
were stamped, 





GENERAL CORRESPONDENCE. 


Tug Courts oF ADMIRALTY, Divorce, AND PROBATE Bille 
AND THE Common Law JupDcEs. 

Sir,—You have inserted so many letters from me on this 
subject that I hardly like to writeanother. In the Standard 
of May 30th I read a leader which seems to give the case in 
support of the bill, With your permission I will refute it. 
I pass over the apparent ignorance of the writer as to Lord 
Cranworth having been a chancery, and not a common law, 
practitioner, and the evithets showered down on him. It is 
said the Divorce and Probate Courts continue ‘‘to be afflicted 
with a positive plethora of business”—this, of course, is 
taken from the Lord Chancellor’s speech. But. the fact is 
the other way, there are no arrears at all, the current busi- 
ness is always kept down. ‘‘ The cause list, with 150 cases 
untried,” is (if it exists) made up almost entirely of un- 
opposed cases that take half-an-hour at most each. I think 
195 divorce and probate cases an exaggeration, but the 
cause lists will show—if they do show so many why is 150 
stated just above in the article? As for the last being 
‘* reached about this time eighteen months,” it is a very 
shameful perversion of facts. There is a “ court to 
which an appeal could be made,” for the Act prescribes 
one. The Lord Chancellor has himself presided im it. As 
to the Privy Council business, it seems to me that Sir 
W. Erle, Sir E. V. Williams, Sir R. T. Kindersley, Sir 
L. Peel, Sir J. Colville, Sir J. T. Coleridge, &c. (who have 
nothing else to do of a judicial nature), besides the law 
lords, Lords Wensleydale, Kingsdown, th, and 
Westbury, who have only the House of Lords to attend four 
days only in the session, are quite adequate for the work, 
and that itis not at all ‘‘ left to take care of itself;'"’ and it 
seems to me we need not, therefore, at all trouble “‘ ourselves 
greatly about who is todo it.” The Lords Justices are not 
at all ‘‘ conspicuous for their absence,’ on the contrary, they 
have often attended, as has Lord Romilly. So far from 
‘*Indian appeal cases” being ‘‘ for the most part left te 
be di of b pane ees ae Ae + 4 three re- 
tired judges,” the contrary is the fact. a judge so very 
aged po i Lushington can get through the rather trifling 
Admiralty business, it is obvious there is no need of any 
assistance for him. The “heavy and ever-accumulati 
mass of arrears which the registers of the common law 
courts disclose ’’ could easily be got rid of by two ju 
sitting in banco and the other at Nisi Prius. t 
this subject has been so very fully remarked on in your 
columns, that it seems superfluous to saymore. I should 
fancy the editor of the Law Times must oy have 
helped the Stdndard, for the arguments are almost identical 
in each, and I must say that it seems to me idle to write so 
for writing sake. Nearly all the things stated as facts are 
notso. ‘Two Barons of the Exchequer might well be 4 
for any other work. I think I recollect a Common Pleas 
judgesitttngin the Queen's Bench, and ym gags the 
same powers as in chancery to act for other. I trust 
Mr. Coleridge will aid Sir R. Palmer to throw out this bill 
in the Commons, and put an end to the hopes that may 
probably been excited by the newspaper announcements 
that Mr. R. Gurney, and Mr. Huddleston, were to be the 
new judges. This was stated six months since with some- 
thing like indecent a Whatever may be the 
fate of the present bill for relieving the judges of the chamber 
business, I trust they will be so relieved atall events toa great 
extent. It seems preposterous that a Chief Clerk, a solicitor 
in chancery, can do almost anything, but it wants a judge 
at common law to grant time to plea P. D. 
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[{In.the.letter of W. B. S., which appeared last week, the 
22 & 23 Vict. c. 44, should have been 22 & 23 Vict. c. 44, 
We cannot help thinking that our correspondent.(whose 
letter.is, however, well worthy of attention) has overrated 
the claims of existing members of the universities to com- 
pensation in respect of fines foregone. A fine may, after 
all, be regarded simply as an anticipation of rent.—Ed. S. J.] 








APPOINTMENT. 


Mr. Arnoty T. Munns (Lewis, Manns, Nunn, & Long- 
den) has been appointed a Commissioner to Administer 
Oaths at Common Law. 


Mr. Henry Jounson Carr, of Leeds and Pudsey, Mr. 
Henry Beaumont, of Grantham, and Mr. Rioarp Corron 
Car ine, of Lincoln, have been appointed Commissioners to 
Administer Oaths in Chancery. 


Mr. CorisTOPHER Moornovss, Town Clerk of Congleton, 


Cheshire, has been elected by the Corporation of Liverpool 
te the office of Deputy Town Clerk of that borough. 





PARLIAMENT AND LEGISLATION. 


The Lord Chancellor's County Courts Admendment Bill 
proposes (inter alia) the following enactments:—Where 
the claim is for the price of goods sold to the defendant, 
judgment may be signed at once if the defendant do not, 
after notice, declare his intention of defending; no 
action shall henceforth be maintainable in any court for 
the price of beer, cider, or perry consumed on the pre- 
mises where sold. Where a cause (including actions of 
tort) has beenimproperly brought beforea superior court, 
a judge at chambers may remit the case to the county 
court upon an affidavit by the defendant that the plaintiff 
has no visible means of paying costs,—unless the plaintiff 
gives —? for costs ; ejectments, and other actions of 
title may be brought in the county court, where the annual 
value. o: the property is not over £20, and the judge may 
allow an appeal as under the County Courts Act, 1850; 
Trust funds within the meaning of the Trustee Relief Act, 
1847, may be transferred to the registrar of the — 
court, where the fund is not over £500. No action whic 
can be brought in the county court is to be maintainable in 
any h or other inferior court, not being a court of 
record, the officers of these courts to be com ted for 
loss of income. The Loan Societies Act, 1840, is to be re- 

ed, so far as it allows loans to be recoverable before a 
justice. And the registrar of a county court may give leave 
to enter a plaint in the court belonging to the district in 
which the defendant dwelt or carried on his business during 
the rene six months, or in which the cause of action 
wholly or y arose. 

The way Companies’ Arrangement Bill of the Govern- 
ment has been much altered (down to its very title) in 
committee. As remodelled by the committee the provisions 
proposed by the bill are as follows:—The directors may pre- 
pare a scheme of arrangement between a company and its 
ereditors, and file it in the Court of Chancery. Executions 
will be thereby stayed, unless the leave of the Court be ob- 
tained to proceed. If three-fourths in value of all classes 
of the creditors and shareholders assent to the scheme the 
directors may apply tothe Court to confirmit; the Court then 
has a discretionary power to confirm it or otherwise. If 
this application to the Court be not made within three 
months from the filing of the scheme, or if the seheme fails 
to obtain the confirmation of the Court, then the compan 
is to be deemed unable to py its debts, and may be wound- 
? under the Companies Act, 1862, and the railway sold. 

o judgment creditor is to issue execution, but if not 

id at the end of two months, may obtain by bill in 

Jhancery the appointment of a receiver and manager who 
will deal with the traffic receipts as the Court shall order. 
After twelve months of such man ent the company m 
bewound-up under the Companies Act, and the vaibwen 80 
These latter provisions apply only to creditors whose de- 
bentures or contracts were made after October next. Power 
is given to the Board of Trade to interfere in all ‘the above 
proceedings if the public interests require. The operation 
of the Abandonment of Railways Act, 1850 (which applied 
only to railways authorized by Acts theretofore passed), is to 





‘be extended to all railways authorised by Acts Lee 


the present session. In addition te the above provisions 
bill proposes to enact that no railway company 
ne ans eed Sen ne el 
ving, y before the ue of principal m 
obtained an advance from bankers or otherwise, = coder 
pay off such principal. * 
The Lord Chancellor's Intestates’ Widows and.Childrey 
Bill allows the widows, or infant children, or their uncles, 
or aunts, of intestates. (where the intestate'’s property jg 
under £100) to recover gh the county court any money. 
due to the deceased, or any share or benefit to which the 
deceased may have,been entitled in any society. ‘a 


os 


TH 


HOUSE OF LORDS. 

May 31.—The Offices and Oaths Bill and the Transubstan- 
tiation, &c., Declaration Abolition Bill were read a second 
time, upon the understanding that committees should not 
be taken until after the Oath’s Commission had reported. 
The Army Enlistment Bill and County Courts Amendment 
Bill were also read a second time. 

June 3.—The Bunhill Fields Burial Bill was read. a. second 
time. 

The District Prothonotaries, Court of Common Pleag, 
County Palatine of Lancaster, Bill passed through com. 
mittee. 

The Labouring Classes’ Dwellings Acts Amendment, and 
British Spirits and Statute Law Amendment Bills were read 
a third time and passed. 

The public libraries (Scotland), and Army Enlistment Bills 
passed through committee. ‘ 

On the motion for receiving the report of the Increase of 
the Episcopate Bill, a few alterations were made in clauses } 
and 12, and clause 13 was struck out. 

June 4.—The Chester Courts, Intestates’ Widows and 
Children, Pier and Harbour Orders Confirmation Bills were 
read a second time. 

The Contagious Diseases (Animals) Bill passed through 
committee. 

Report of the Amendments in the Army Enlistment Bib 
was received. 4 

The third reading of the Increase of the Episcopate Bilk 
was postponed until the 21st. 

Lord Stanley of Alderley drew attention to the variation 
between the standing orders of the two Houses as regards 
railway deposits, 

Lord Redesdale thought the difference worked well, but 
suggested a compromise between the two Houses. 

une 6.—Consecration of Church Yards Bill. The order 
for going into committee on this bill was discharged, and@ 
bill of the Bishop of Oxford read a first time. 

The Consolidated Fund Bill, the Exchequer Bonds Bill, 
and the Public Works Loans Bill were read a second time,” 

The Chester Courts Bill, the Pier and Harbour Orders 
Confirmation Bill, and the Intestates Widows and Childres 
Bill passed through committee. 

The Army Enlistment Bill was read a third time. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 


May 81.—In committee : Representation of the People 
Bill, clause 9. Mr. Laing’s amendment: that in future all 
boroughs under 10,000 (instead of 7,000) shall return only 
one member, was carried by a majority of 306.to 179. 

At the evening sitting the position of the Queen’s Univer 
sity, Ireland, and the circumstances attending the grant of 
a supplemental charter proposed by the late Government 
were discussed. 

The House went into committee of supply. 

The second reading of Mr. Denman’s Bill for the repeal of 
the Attorneys and Solicitors Certificate Duty was carried by 
a majority of 48 to 41, and the bill read a second time. 

June 3.—In committee on the Representation of the 
People Bill, clause 9. 

Serjeant Gasclee’s proposal to add to Mr. Laing’ 
amendment a further amendment totally disfranchising all 
boroughs under 5,000 population was rejected by a majority 
of 269 to 217. 

Captain Hayter proposed, but afterwards withdrew, 4 
scheme for re-admitting the boroughs deprived of oné 
member by schedule A. and raising their constituencies 
to 10,000 by extending their boundaries, 

Clause 9 was then to, 

The report of supply was agreed to, 
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Metropolitan Police, Houses of Parliament, Public Works’ 
-and Limerick Harbour (Composition of Debt) Bills 


fhe Tyne Pilotage Act Amendment and Galway Har- 
pour (Composition of Debt) Bills were read a second 


eothe Public Health (Scotland) Bill passed through com- 
mittee pro forma, 

In committee on the Court of Chancery (Ireland) Bill, 
clanse 42. received some amendments on c 196 (em- 

ing parties ordered to invest. in stock to employ any 
licensed broker) the Attorney-General for Ireland moved 
the omission of the clause. After several alternate motions 
to-report progress, and that the chairman do leave the 
chair, the clause was agreed to, on the understanding that 
ib could be dealt with when the report came up, The 
bill then passed through committee, ‘ 

The Linen and other Manufactures (Ireland) and Dogs 
Regulation Act Amendment (Ireland) Bills were read a 
first time. 

Mr. Ayrton’s Bill for Regulating the Hours of Receipt and 
Delivery of Pledges in Pawnbrokers’ Shops was read a 
first time, 

Mr, Locke-King’s Bill to explain and extend the opera- 
tions of 17 & 18 Vict. c. 113 (Act to Amend the Law Re- 
lating to the Administration of Deceased Persons) was read 


a first time, 
June 4.—The second reading of the Oxford and Cam- 
bridge Universities Education Bill was carried by a 

jority of 164 to 150. 
‘he order for the second reading of the Roman Catholic 
Churches, Schools, and Glebes (Ireland) Bill was post- 
until July 3, 

The Sale of Liquors (Ireland) Bill was read a second 


e. 

June 5—The morning sitting was occupied by a discus- 
sion respecting the Bankruptcy Bill. 

Viscount Enfield moved for and obtained a select com- 
nitte-to inquire into the system of empannelling juries. 

. The enclosure of Lands and Local Government Supple- 
mental (No. 3) Bills were read a first time. 

Lord Elcho’s Master and Servant Bill was read a second 
time, and set down for discussion in committee on the 20th. 

June 6,—Mr. Milner Gibson called attention to the 
variation between the standing orders of the two Houses, 
as regards the provisions made for securing the comple- 
tion of railways, and moved ‘that it is inexpedient, con- 
sidering the advanced period of the Session, and the 
ee of @ review by Parliament of our railway 
egislation, to make any alteration, in the case of Bills 
promoted in the present session, in those provisions for 
securing the completion of railways that have hitherto 
been adopted in Railway Acts,” The motion was agreed to. 

The House’ went into committee of supply and the army 
estimates were taken. 

On the consideration of the Railway Companies’ Bill as 
amended, an amendment to clause 4, proposed by Sir R. 
Palmer, providing thatthe exemption of rolling stock, &c., 
from seizure shall only come into force by leave of the 
Court of Chancery was negatived without a division. 

The National Galle nlargement Bill went through 
committee, was read a third time, and passed. 

. + om a ad Treasurer (Ireland). Bill was read a third time 

and passed. 

~ The Enclosure (No. 2) Bill, the Local Government Sup- 

lemental (No. 8) Bill, and the British White Herring 
ery Bill were read a second time. 

Mr. Sclater-Booth obtained leave to bring in a bill to 
make the Poor Law Board permanent, and to amend the 
laws for the relief of the poor. 

Sir R. Palmer obtained leave to bring in a bill to repeal 
certain ordinances made for the Cathedral of Christ Church, 
Oxford, by the commissioners, under the Oxford Univer- 
rd te 1854, and to substitute a new ordinance in lieu 

ereof. 





SOCIETIES AND INSTITUTIONS. 


LAW AMENDMENT SOCIETY. 
A special meeting of the Law Amendment Society was 
held on the 3rd inst, for the distribution of the prizes 
awarded for the best essays on the Preservation of Trial 





prizes consisted of four sums of ten pape 
guineas, four guineas, and two guineas, and the 
tors, Sir Eardley Wilmot, Bart., Mr. Sergeant Pulling, 
Mr. G. W. Hastings, had awarded the first 

G QOverend, London, the second to Mr. 
pee aay Stowell Fellow of University College, Oxford, 
the third to Mr. J. W. C. Washington, of Congleton, 
Cheshire, and the fourth to M, F. 0. Crump, ofthe Middle 
Temple, 

The Chairman, Mr. Serjeant Pulling, in announcing the 
award, said that all the essays sent in reflected great credit 
on the writers, some of whom belonged to the class from 
which common jurymen are ordinarily selected, and: that 
it was gratifying to find that the subject so deeply interest- 
ing to every Englishman had been so earnestly and ably 
handled by writers who viewed it from such a variety of 
aspects, y 

(A special committee of the Law Amendment Society is 
now sitting every Tuesday and Friday afternoon to take 
evidence from persons officially or otherwise conversant 
with the subject, and it is hoped that the report of the 
committee will be of great public service in furthering the 
object of the select committee of the Heuse of Commons 
on the jury system, appointed on Tuesday night on the 
motion of Viscount Enfield.) 

On the same evening a meeting of the above society, with 
Vice-Chancellor Sir W. Page Wood in the chair, was held 
to discuss the paper of Mr. John Scott on the Taxation of: 
Suitors in Courts of Common Law. The meeting was ‘ad- 
dressed by Mr. Frederic Hill, Mr. Chisholm Anstey, Mr. 
Edwin W. Field, Dr. Pankhurst, Rev. M. L. Clay, Mr. 
Hugh Childers, M.P., Mr. Thomas Webster, Q.C., and the 
Chairman, the latter approving generally of the terms of 
Mr. Childers’ resolution before the House relative to a 
proposal for bringing the legal expenses of the country 
before Parliament annually. . 


by Jury and the Amendment of the Laws relating theret 








FOREIGN TRIBUNALS & JURISPRUDENCE. 


AMERICA. 


Supreme Court.—WoRK DONE FORA Person mx Loco 
PARENTIS. 
Mellor v. Lanagon. 

In this case the plaintiff’ was the step-daughter of the 
defendant, whohad marriedhermother. Atthe defendant’sre« 
quest she went to reside in his house, andremained there for 
some eve after her mother’s death, until he married agai 
The plaintiff having brought an action against the defendant 
for services rendered, and obtained a verdict, a rule fora 
new trial was obtained, on the ground that there ‘was no 
evidence of value rendered to support. the verdict. 

The opinion of the Court was delivered. by Hare, J., to 
the following effect :—If the plaintiff in this case were the 
defendant’s daughter, or if the services for which she sues 
had been exclusively rendered to her mother who was his 
wife, the verdict would be clearly against’ the law, and we 
should have no difficulty in setting it aside. The: fact is 
that she was called from a lucrative occupation, by his 
summons, toattend upon him; and remained with him forsome 
time after her mother's death, untilhe gotanother wife. The 
case therefore presents a complicated problem which it is not 
easy tosolve. Achildcannotrecoverfor work done fora parent 
without proving an express promise, because the relation 
negatives the idea of contract, and the kind offices received 
may be presumed to be a compensation for those whieh: are 
conferred Brothers and sisters when living together fall 
under the same rule; and the principle is broad enough to 
include all who are in point of Feot members of one family; 
whether they are sulhed by a natural tie or as the result of 
choice. If the defendant stands in loco parentis it will be 
immaterial that the plaintiff is not really a child; and a 
person who enters a Emily by adoption is as much bound; 
as if he had been a part of it from his birth. Wher 
however, the relation is an after growth, due tothe ex 
or implied agreement of the parties, there must always be @ 
preliminary inquiry, whether it exists in point of fact, and 
this investigation is one that cannot be withdrawn from the 
jury. The right to compensation for work done .for 
a son-in-law was accordingly held in Amey’s Appeal, 18 
Wright 126, to be a mixed question of law and fact, which 
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could not be disposed of by the mere ion that the 
defendant had married the plaintiff's daughter, nor without 
taking all the circumstances of the case into consideration. 
In the t instance, if the mode in which the plaintiff 
was brought into thedefendant’s service be kept in view, there 
was more than a scintilla of evidence that she was not there 
mierely as his daughter ; that she expected te receive, and 
he knew himself to be under an obligation to give a pecuniary 
compensation for care which he obviously valued very high, 
and which would seem to have been bothskilfuland assiduous. 
The plaintiff has lost some of the best years of her life; it 
would be hard indeed if she were to have no return, and we 
think there is enough in the facts of the cause to prevent it 
from being one of those hard cases which are said to make 
bad p ents. 
The rule for a new trial was therefore discharged. 


Court oF ComMON PLEAs, PHILADELPHIA.—HABEAS 
Corpus For CusTopYy oF CHILD. 

The Commonwealth (ex relatione Lapitino) v. De Giglio. 

The facts in this case will be gathered from the opinion 
of the Court, which was as follows :—Brewster, J.—Pierto 
Corci, an Italian boy, was delivered in his native country, 
when eight years of by his mother, to Giuseppe Lapitino, 
to be maintained for four years, and at the expiration of that 
time to be returned to his mother. Lapitino brought the 
child to this country, and sent him into the streets and 
taverns, to play op some musical instrument, chastising him 
severely when he failed to return with money. The boy 
then went to a cousin, De Giglio, who treated him more 
— but still kept him at the same business of playing 


an : 

lepine thereupon sued out this writ of habeas corpus. 
The child was brought before me, and each claimed to have 
the custody of the boy. Heis not to be taught any useful 
trade, nor educated by either, with any regard to his re- 
sponsibilities here or hereafter. I cannot therefore, grant 
either prayer. 

The relator offers security to return the child to the 
mether. The respondent meets this with a counter offer, 
and to give bonds for the proper education of the child. 
The difficulty is that there will be no person to advise me 
of a breach of any bond I might take, and perhaps no 
plaintiff to sue it out. I certainly can never consent to re- 
store a child toa mother who has deliberately abandoned 
and sold it into peonage, nor will I leave it in the custody 
of a man who is training it up as a beggar. 

- I shall therefore take this child from both parties, and 
commit it to some one of the excellent homes in our city, 
where, under the supervision of the authorities, it can be 
brought up to take its place in society as a useful member 
of the community, 
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NOTICES OF ADMISSION. 
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lane, Cheapside ; George Durrant Austen, 23, Lawrence- 
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Woopuovse, Francis, B.A.—Edmund Lewis Hooper, 37, 
Southampton-buildings, Chancery-lane. 





LAW STUDENTS’ JOURNAL. 


GENERAL EXAMINATION AT THE INNS OF COURT. 
Trinity Term, 1867. 

General examination of students of the Inns of Court, 
held at Lincoln’s-inn-hall, on the 28rd, 24th, and 25th days 
of May, 1867. 

The Council of Legal Education have awarded— 

To T. De Covrcy Atkins, Esq., Middle Temple, a 
studentship of fifty guineas per annum, to continue for a 
period of three years. 

To Ceci, ALLEN CowarD, Esq., Inner Temple, an exhi- 
bition of twenty-five guineas per annum, to continue for a 
period of three years. 

To Edmund Henry Turner Snell, Middle harey and 
Edward Holland Bennett, and John William James Stephen- 
a ener Temple, Esqrs., certificates of honour of the first 


‘To John Charles Henry Flood, Thomas Lewis Ingram, 
Gideon Pulteney Johnstone, Wilmot Lane, John Timbrell 
Pierce, Charles Henry ihe, Thomas Tomlinson, and John 

les Veasey, Esqrs., Middle Temple ; Nicholas Atkinson, 
Jonathan Cremer Gillbanks, Francis William Reitz, and 
Oswald Innes Steele, Esqrs., Inner Temple ; Edward Grey, 





Phirozeshah Meherwanjee Mehta, Henry James Parsons, 
John William Reid, Robert Romer, Robert Goulder Slipper, 
George William Vidal, Roland Knyvet Wilson, and Jame 
George Wood, Esqrs., Lincoln’s-inn ; and Arthur Davenport, 
Esq., Gray’s-inn, certificates that they have satisfactorily 
passed @ public examination. 


EXAMINATIONS AT THE INCORPORATED LAW 
SOCIETY. 


The Final Examination of gentlemen appl to be ad- 
mitted as attorneys took place, at the hal of the Incor; 
porated Law Society, Chancery-lane, London, on the.4th 
and 5th inst. The examiners were the Master Gordon 
(Common Pleas), Mr. William Williams, Mr. John Henry 
Bolton, Mr. John Moxon Clabon, and Mr. Park Nelson. 


QUESTIONS FOR THE FINAL EXAMINATION. 
Trinity Term, 1867. 
I.—ComMoN AND StaTuTE LAw AND PRACTICE OF THE 
Courts. 

1. State shortly the different causes for which the follow- 
ing actions lie :— trover, detinue, replevin, 
covenant, debt, and assumpsit. How is the action coms 
menced ? 

2. State shortly the requisite steps to be taken where 
the defendant evades service of the writ of summons, 

3. In what cases may the Statute of Limitations be 
pleaded ? 

4. May a defendant plead more than one defence to am 
action? If necessary, what leaye must he obtain? Are 
there any cases where he can do so without leave? If so, 
mention them. 

5. State some of the grounds on which a new trial may be 
obtained. 

6. How must the plaintiff proceed where the defendant 
lets judgment go by default ? 

7. In what cases is a plaintiff, though gaining the judg- 
ment, deprived of costs? What is the object of the Legis- 
lature in depriving him of costs ? 

8. A declaration contains two counts, Ist, for goods sold 
for £50; 2nd, for slander, damage £10. The defendant 
pleads as to £15 pareel of 1st count payment into court of 
£15, and the general issue to the residue of the declaration. 
The plaintiff gets a verdict for £5 on the lst count beyond 
the sum paid in, and the defendant succeeds as to the 
residue. Is the plaintiff entitled to costs, and, if not, how 
can he obtain them ? 

9. Hew are the costs taxed in the last case, and upem 
what scales ? 

10. Give a definition of a simple contract. What are its 
requisites ? 

11. What is alien? Give some instances. 

12. What is a set-off? Where the defendant pleads a 
set-off and proves more than the plaintiff's pH uy can 
se defendant obtain the benefit of such overplus, and 

ow ? 

13. A. sues B, fora debt simply. B. pleads a bill of ex- 
change given in payment which A. has lost. What course 
should you advise A. to pursue ? 

14. In what cases is a master liable for damage done 
by his servant, and where is the servant alone liable ? 

15. In an action for an injury caused by the bite of a 
savage dog. What may the defendant put the plaintiff to 
prove in support of his action ? 


II].—ConvVEYANCING. 

1. When title deeds relate as well to other property as 
to the — sold under a contract without any special 
conditions ; what are the respective rights of the vendor 
and purchaser with reference to the deeds ? 

2. What are the usual searches to be made before com» 
pleting a purchase of lands? 

8. State, shortly, the covenants to be inserted in a con- 
veyance to a purchaser from the vendor of an estate in fee- 
simple, which the vendor acpuired by descent. 

4, Can a married woman effectually convey or assign to a@ 
purchaser, her reversionary interest in real or personal estate 
—and if so, state the cases in which such a conveyance or 
assignment will be valid, and the means by which it can be 
effected ? 

5. If one of the witnesses to a will be a legatee, what, if 
any, is the effect of this circumstance on the validity of 
the will, or any of the bequests contained in it? 
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6. What is the operation of the word. ‘f Demise” ina 
lage, in the absence of ahy covenants by the lessor ? 
. What are the limitations usually ‘inserted inasettlement 
made on the marriage of an owner of ah estate in fee-simple? 
* 8, A.mortgages to B. in fee—B. dies intestate—A. wishes to 
redeem the wee ies whom should the money be paid, 
and from whom-should.a re-conveyanee of the mortgaged-estate 
be obtained ? - 
. 9. If the vendor of land is entitled to a tithe rent-charge, 
issuing out of the land, and then executes a conveyance of 
ne land with its rights, members, and appurtenances, what 
fg the operation of the conveyance onthe tithe rent-charge? 
and state the reason for your answer. ; Bagh 

10. What is the difference between the dower of a widow 
in lands of gavelkind tenure, and in ‘lands’ of the ordinary 
socage tenure ? EEE 

11; -What is the difference between a vested and a con- 
tingent remainder ?. 

: -12« What are the rights of a lessor against the exeeutor or 
administrator and estate of a deceased lessee, in respect of 
the ordinary rents and covenants contained in the~lease, 
after assignment thereof by the executor or administrator to 
a 7 chaser ? ke 

. In the absence of any prohibition in the instrument 
creating. the trust, what investments may be now made by a 
trustee out of trust funds ? 

14, Under a mortgage of lands made since the. passing of 
the Act 23 & 24 Vict. c. 145, what are the rights and powers 
which (in the absence of a declaration tothe contrary inthe 
mortgage) are conferred on the mortgagee for recovery ‘of the 
mortgage money and interest, if in arrear ? 

15. State the powers conferred by the same Act on trustees 
and executors in the absence of a declaration to the contrary 
in the instruments creating their trust. 


III.—Equity AND PRACTICE OF THE CouRTS, 


1. What are equitable assets as distinguished from:legal ? 
State F saynd e difference between them. : 

2. Can a contract be enforced in equity against an infant 
or feme covert ? if no, state the reason ? 

8. If the terms of a contract are not definite and certain, 
will'équity enforce a specific performance, and if not, the 
reason ? 

4: When two persons having an equal equity, have been 

ually innocent and Sheen, what will the Court of 

Chancery do for the plaintiff in a suit for relief ? 
_.,5- Will the Court restrain by injunction the publication 
‘of -private letters in the possession of the person to whom 
they were addressed, and sent against the consent of the 
writer, and in whom is the property in such letters ? 

’ 8. Ifa testator makes a specific bequest to A., and directs 
that in consideration thereof, A. shall pay his debts, and 
Cs gg A. his executor and residuary legatee, who proves 
the will. Is A. bound to pay the testator’s debts, although 
they far exceed the amount of the property bequeathed to 
him? State the grounds of your opinion ? 

7. Is the assignee of a chose in action bound by all the 
equities to which it was liable in the hands of the assignor, 


and ps 

8. t is meant by the word ‘‘election?” State a case 
where it arises. 

9. In the case of voluntary gift by deed, inter vivos, upon 
whom, if the gift be afterwards challenged by the donor, will 
the burden of proof fall, and what must be shown to set 


the deed aside? State the rule. 

10. And between what relations does the rule apply,.and 
against whom principally does the Court of Chancery seek 
to proteet the owner of the property ? 

11. In the ordinary administration of an estate in chancery, 
fn what class are voluntary deeds of gift or bonds payable, 
before or after legacies or pari passu with them? Give the 
reasons for your answer. 

12. Can a solicitor’s bill be taxed after payment, and if 
yea, within what time, and under what circumstances ? 

13. Has the Court of Chancery jurisdiction to award 
damages, and if yea, in what cases ? , 

14. When the Court has by decree or order directed any 
|g to pay money or to deliver any property to another, 

ow is the order to be enforced ? 

15. Ignorantia legis non excusat—does this maxim of law 
apply to equity? State any one or more instances of cases 
that occur to you. 





IV.—Bawkrvprey axp Practice or THe Covers,” 
1. What are the requisites: to constitute the petiti 
creditor’s debt, amongst — the amount a 
if the pétitioning creditors be one or many wl 1 
rey that it should be actually due, Psi 
must he & legél or an 6quitable debti? 4 
2. Describe some othe. core of) wy | yan re. 
uently occurring ‘in . practice, 
ar pe gna ro by traders and those by non-traders, 

' 8,Can an adjudication of be obtained 
against a trader having privilege of Parliament, and, ifgo, 
how ? ; 

4. Give some account of the judgment-debtor summ: 
and the proceedings thereupon. Bankruptcy Act, 1! 


Sec. 76, et seq. 

5. Can an adjudication of bankruptcy be obtained 
against a non-trader living out of the jurisdiction? __ 

6. Can separate ereditors prove under the: joint estate 
of partners, and if so, for what purposés ? 

7. Can a proof be made against a bankrupt’s: estate for 
unliquidated damages in any, and what cases ? aes 
8, Can a proof be made against a bankrupt’s estate ig 
respect of any contract or promise to pay premiums upon 
any policy of insurance, and, if so, how: is the amountiof 
such proof to be ascertained ? f 

9. Give some account of the doctrine of order and dig. 
position, Bkey. Law Cons. Act, 1849, s. 125. ‘ 
* 10. What steps must an equitable mortgagee of a bank. 
rupt’s real and personal property take to realise hig 
security ? 


11. State the principal objections to the bankrapt’s order § 


of discharge. ’ I 

12. Name some of the offences in respect. whereof the 
bankrupt may be indicted for a misdemeanour. 

13; State the several: modes in which an estate may 
be taken out of bankruptcy. Bankruptcy Act, ‘1861. 

14, Give some account of trust deeds for benefit of eredi. 
tors, partnership and inspectorship deeds, and state there. 
quisites in order to render them valid. , , 

15. How can the validity of an arrangement between 
a debtor and his creditors be contestell by a ‘dissenting 
creditor ? 

V.—CriminaAL LAW AND PROUEEDINGS BEFORE. ‘Macis- 
TRATES, ; 

1. At what time and in what manner must formal objec. 
tions to indictments be taken, and what power has the 
Court in respect of such objeetions ? 

2, If a variance be found to exist between the indictment 
and the evidence adduced in support of it, may the Courtin 
any, and what, cases alter the indictment so as to make it 
correspond with the evidence ? ‘ 

3. In indictments for murder or manslaughter is it neceém 
sary or not that the means by which the crime was com. 
mitted should be stated ? : : 

4, In an indictment for obtaining goods under false pre. 
tences what would be the effect of a variance between the 
false pretence alleged and that proved ? 

5. Can more than one felony be charged by one indict. 
ment, and is there in this respect any, and what, diffe: 
between an indietment for felony and an indictment for 
misdemeanour ? 

6. If a gang of armed poachers at night, in pur- 
suit of game, murder one keeper, try to murder 4 
second, and severely injure a third, what would be the 
course of proceeding in order to insure a conviction, on 
thesé several charges ? 

7. If on cross examination a question relevant to the 
matter at issue, but degrading to a witness, be put and 
answered,is the party putting the question at liberty to 
contradict the answer, or what remedy has he if the answer 
be false ? 

8. In criminal proceedings is it allowed to either side'to 
discredit their own witnesses, and is there in this respect 
any, and what, difference between criminal and civil, cases ? 

9. State under what circumstances the confessions-of @ 
prisoner are admissible in evidence against him,'and. under 
what circumstances such confessions are inadmissible # 

10. If collateral information be obtained in consequence 
of an inadmissible confession, can such information be’ 
and if it can be, give an example of the mode in which it 
may be used. , 
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44, On a criminal sution-for libel, what; under Lord 
Uampbell’s Act, is it competent toa defendant to plead? . 
4%, ‘May ajury convict on the unsupp evidence of an 
gecom and ‘what is the duty of a: judge with reference 
dosuch evidence?” 

©: 43; Under what age is a child held tobe: incompetent td 
gommit a crime, and does the vier aera of a child to give 
evidence'depend on age, or what other test ? r¢ “oe 

14. In what cases may a married woman be held irrespon: 
gible for @ crime,'and what is the ordinary evidence! of the 
absence of free agency on her part? rol 
“15. If the Court Crown Cases Reserved quash’ a con+ 
yietion, is ‘the prisoner liable to be tried again for the same 
offence, or what is the effect of the decision of the Court ?. . 

ANSWERS TO QUESTIONS AT TRINITY TERM 
© FINAL EXAMINATION. 
(By G. Sangster Green and George Kenrick, Esqs.) 
I.—Common Law. 

1, Trespass lies for an injury either to the person or to 
property by the direct aet of the wrongdoer. Trover lies 
torrecover the value of goods which have:béen converted 
by a person into whose hands they originally came legally. 
Detinue lies for the recovery of the specific goods under 
similar circumstances, Replevin lies, where goods have 
been wrongfully distrained, for the return of such goods. 
Covenant lies: when a sum of money has’ been contracted 
to be paid, or any other obligation entered into by deed, for 
the recovery or enforcement thereof. Debt lies where one 
person is indebted to another in a definite sum, as for 
money lent; and ‘assumpsit is to enforce a contract where 
one person has taken upon himself to pay a sum of money 
or discharge an obligation, In each case, except replevin, 
the action is commenced by writ of summons, and replevin 
is commenced by proceedings in the county court (Com. 
Law Proc. Act, 1852). 

9. Where the defendant evades service of the writ, an 
application should be made to a judge at chambers on an 
affidavit'showing this, and that reasonable attempts had 
been made to effect personal service, whereupon the judge 
may order that the plaintiff proceed as if personal service 
bead been efipsbed on such terms as he'thinks fit... / . 

°3,The Statute of Limitations may be pleaded to any 
action. It will apply to simple contract debts after six 
years from the date when the cause of action arose; to 
covenant or specialty actions after twenty years; to trespass 
after four years ; to slander after two years (21 Jac. 1, c..16; 
3&4 Will. 4, c. 42, s. 8). 

4, The defendant may plead more than one defence to an 
action, but unless the pleas are some of those hereafter men- 
tioned, he must previously obtain an order from a judge for 
leave to plead the various pleas. The pleas which may be 

leaded together without such leave are the following :— 

‘om asswmpsit, or nunquam indebitatus ; tender as to _ : 
Statute of Limitations ; set-off; bankruptcy of defendant; 
discharge under Insolvent Act ; plene administravit ; plene 
administravit preter ; infancy ; coverture ; payment ; accord 
and satisfaction; release; not guilty ; denial that the 
property, an injury to which is complained of, is the plain- 
tiffs; leave and license ; son assault; demesne (Com: Law: 
Proc. Act, 1852, 's. 84). 

5. A new trial may be obtained when the judge has im- 
properly admitted or rejected evidence, or has mis-directed 
the jury upon a point of law, or has iraproperly directed the 
= to benonsuited ; and also where there has been some 

efect in, or misconduct of, the jury, or their verdict is 
contrary to the evidence, or the damages given are excessive 
or grossly inadequate ; or where the party was taken by 
surprise. 


6. If the action, in which the defendant has let judgment 
g by default be, for a liquidated or ascertained amount, and 

ewritis speciallyindorsed, the plaintiff has nothing further 
to dobefore issuing execution, which he may do at the expira- 
tion of eight days after the last day for appearance, but if the 
action be not brought for w liquidated demand, or the writ be 
not ewe! indorsed and no particulars of demand have 
been delivered, then’ the judgment is interlocutory only and 
the plaintiff ‘must get’ his damages assessed under a writeof 
inquiry or by one of the masters of the court and tax his 
Costs before he can issne execution. 

7. Aplaintiff, though successful, is deprived of costs where 
inan action of debt, covenant, detinue, or assumpit, not being 
for breach of promise of marriage, he receives a sum not ex- 





eseding: £20, or where in an action of trespass trover. or. 

not. being for malicious. prosecution, libel, sluie.anae 
duction, he receives a sum not exceeding 

at the trial certify that the action was one for whicha plaint 
could not have been entered in the County Court, or ithat 
there was:sufficient réason for bringing. it-in the superior 
court, or unless the superior ¢ourt concurrent jurisdi 


tion with the: County Court, which is: the case -when the 
plaintiff dwells more than twenty miles from the defendant, 
of the cause of action did not arise within the jurisdiction.of 
the.County Coirt within which the defendant dwells; 

’ The object of the Legislature in depriving 
costs in such’ cases is to deter. pe de- 
fendents: by bringing actions for small. demands in the 


mi 8 courts. E86 
-, 8; The plaintiff will be entitled to the.general eoste ef 
the cause, but the defendant will be entitled to the costs 
of the issue upon the count for slander in which he was 
successfol, _ 

9. The costs-in such case will be taxed on the higher 
scale, the plaintiff having recovered £20 in all,’ but-the 
extra costs occasioned -by ‘the issue for slander will," ef 
course, be deducted from the plaintiff’s costs, trae 

10. A simple contract is a contract by. word. of mouth 
or.by writing, not: under seal, or which is implied from the 
point Li ofa party. The requisites. of such a-contract.are 
a consideration for the promise, a request frem the con- 
tractee, and.a promise bythe contractor, but the two 
latter reqnisites are sometimes implied by law. . yer 

11, A lien is the right of a person to retain property of 
which he has the lawful possession until a debt due from 
him has been paid, Some instances are—The right of an 
innkeeper to retain the goods of a guest until his bill is 
paid; the right of a person who has sold: a chattel or 
bestowed any labour upon it to retain it until the 
or the value of the labour has been paid. An attorney has 
also a lien upon all his client’s deeds and papers for all 
sums due to him for costs, : 

12.. A set-off is the right of defending a claim made by 
a plaintiff, in whole or in part, on the ground of a debt 
due from the plaintiff to the defendant. If the defendant 
proves more to be due from the plaintiff to him than the 
amount ofthe plaintiff's claim, he can. bring an action for 
the balance ; but he cannot obtain the benefit of the ever- 
plus in the action in which he pleaded the set-off. 

13.. The course which A. should adopt is to obtain leaye 
to amend his declaration by adding a count upon the bill, 
and then, if the defendant plead the loss of the bill, A. 
can obtain on order that.upon his giving a sufficient “in- 
demnity to the satisfaetion of a master, the loss shall. not 
be set up as a defence (17 & 18 Vict. oc. 128, s, 87), 

14, A master is liable for damage done by his. servant 
in the course of his employment as servant. The servant 
would alone be liable if the act were not done in the 
course of his employment, or if it were a crime or wilfal 
injury, unless done by the master’s command or encourage- 
ment, ‘ 

15. In an action for an injury caused by the bite of a 
dog the defendant may put the plaintiff to prove that the 
defendant wasthe owner of the dog and knew that it was 
ferocious and likely to injure persons. 

II.—ConVEYANCING. 
(By T. Widdows and J. Bradford, Esqs.) 

1. The vendor is entitled, under the circumstances stated 
in the question, to retain the deeds. The purchaser, how 
ever, is entitled, at the expense of the pa ak to attested 
copies, bat: this right seems to be confined to such documents 
as are necessary to niake out a marketable title ; nor does it 
seem-to; extend to copies of court roll or deeds enrolled 
under Statutes, which require enrolment, or, in Lord Sé. 
Leanard’s opinion, to deeds enrolled for safe custody in.a 
court of record, or wills registered and accessible. The pur- 
chaser is also entitled to a covenant for the production of 
the deeds of which he can claim attested copies at the 
vendor's’ expehse, dhd also to’ a covenant for the production 
of such copies of court roll and instruments on record as ate 
in ‘the ‘vendor's possession or power; but the expenses of 
fature production are borne by the purchaser (Dart’s 'Vend. 


.& Pur). 


2. The; usual searches to be made before completing.a 
urchase of lands are for judgments lites pendentes, Crown 
sebts, and accountantships, and annuities, and also in the 
local register (if any) and in the court rolls if the. pro- 
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be sa If there is reason to suspect that the 
vendor has bankrupt or insolvent, or in embarrassed 
circumstances, search should be made in the registers of 
bankruptcies, insolvencies, and deeds of arrangement with 
creditors. 


$. The covenants by the vendor in a conveyance of an 
estate in fee simple acquired by descent are, that notwith- 
standing anything by him or his ancestors done or suffered, 
he has good right to convey. For quiet enjoyment, free from 
incumbrances, and for further assurance. 

4. A married woman can, with her husband’s concurrence, 
p hee of a deed executed on to the provisions in 

t behalf of the Fines & Recoveries Act, effectually convey 
to a purchaser her reversionary interest in real estate. In 
cases not comprised in the 20 & 21 Vict. c. 57, a married 
woman is unable effectually to assign to a purchaser her re- 
versionary interest in personal estate. By virtue of that Act a 
married woman ¢an, by a deed executed according to the Fines 
and Recoveries Act, with the concurrence of her husband, 
dispose of her reversionary interest in any personal estate 
to which she shall be entitled under any instrument made 
after the 31st December, 1857, except her marriage settle- 
ment, and provided the instrument under which she is 
entitled contains no restraint against alienation. 

5. Rho of the ee toa — is a egntes, A 

to such legatee is void ; but, in other respects, the wi 
Bald (1 Vict. c. 26). 

6. The word ‘‘demise” in a lease creates a covenant by 
the lessor for quiet enjoyment during the term, in the 
absence of express covenants qualifying the generality of the 
implied covenant. 

. Usually the estate is limited to the husband for life, 
and after his decease to trustees for terms to raise a jointure 
for widow and portions for daughters and younger sons, and 
subject thereto to the first and other sons, successively in 
tail, with remainders to the first and other daughters succes- 
sively in tail, with ultimate remainder to the pannel raf 
ral of the settlor. There is sometimes a term created pre- 
vious to the husband’s life estate to raise pin money for wife. 

8. Where there has been a mortgage in fee, and the murt- 
gagee dies intestate, and the mortgagor wishes to redeem, 
the money should be paid to the _— ’s personal re- 

r — and the legal estate shoul reconveyed by 

eir. 

9. The tithe rentcharge is a distinct subject of property 
from the land, and a conveyance of the land with its appur- 
tenances, without mentioning the tithes, will leave the tithe 
rms in the possession of the vendor, The reason for 
this is, that tithes were originally exclusively the property 
of the Churh, and had an origin distinct from the property 
in the land, and is not appurtenant thereto. 

10. The widow in the case of lands of ordinary socage 
tenure is entitled for life to a third of the lands as her 
dower. In the case of land held in gavelkind she is en- 
titled to a moiety, but subject in this instance to the con- 
dition of remaining chaste and unmarried. 

11. A vested remainder is an estate in remainder, which s, 
and a contingent remainder is an estate in remainder, which 
is not, ready to come into possession at any moment when 
the prior estates may Ton n to determine. If real estate 
be limited to A., a bachelor for life, and after his decease to 
his eldest son and the heirs of his body, the estate tail to 
A.’s son is contingent, but as. soon as A. marries, and has a 
son, the estate tail is vested (William’s Real Prop.). 

12. The executor or administrator of a deceased lessee is 
liable to the extent of the testator’s assets for the payment 
of the rent and the performance of the covenants during the 
remainder of the term, although the lease may have been 

igned. Such executor or administrator may, however, 
avail himself of the provisions of 22 & 23 Vict. c. 35, now, 
and after discharging claims actually due, and setting aside 
a sum to answer future claims of definite amount, may dis- 
Pee the remainder of the assets without risk of personal 

ility. 

13. Trustees were formerly only allowed to invest in 
Consols, Reduced and New £3 per Cent. Annuities; but 
now, by virtue of the 23 & 24 Vict. c. 38, s. 10, and Ord. 1, 
Feb. 1861, they may invest in Bank stock, East India stock, 
Exchequer bills, or £2 10s. per cent. Annuites, or upon mort- 


of freehold or copyhold estates in England or Wales. 
e 22 & 23 Vict. c. 35, s. 32, enables trustees to invest -in 
stock of the Bank of Ireland. 


145, the has power, in the absence of a deola. 
ration to the contrary, at any time after the expiration of 
one year from the time when the principal becomes due,‘or 
after eny interest shall have been in arrear six 
after any omission to pay any insurance premium which 
by the terms of the mortgage, onght to be paid by the 
mortgagor—lst, to sell the property; 2nd, to insure and 
add the premiums to the principal at the same fate of in. 
terest ; and 3rd, to appoint a receiver. 
15. The 23 & 24 Vict. c. 145, gives trustees powers of 
sale, exchange, and of renewing leases, nnd also enables 
them to apply the income of the property of an infant for 
the maintenance and education of such infant, and in cer- 
tain cases to appoint new trustees, and also to give rew 
ceipts and exonerate persons paying them money from 
being answerable for its loss or misapplication, It enableg 
executors to pay debts upon any evidence they may think 
sufficient, and to give time for Payment, to compromise or 
refer to arbitration any debts or claims. 
M1.—Egquiryr. 
(By J. Bradford and G. S. Green, Esqs.) 

1.—Equitable assets {as distinguished from legal are 
such assets as are applicable to the payment of debts by 
virtue of the will of the testator, and which previously to 
3 & 4 Will. 4, c. 104, so far as regards simple contrac 
creditors, and previously to 3 & 4 W. & M.c. 14, so far ag 
regards specialty creditors, were not in the absence of a 
provision for that in the will contained, in any 
way liable to the payment of debts. Legal assets are such ag 
are liable to the payment of debts, independently of any 
special provision of the deceased owner. All assets to 
which an executor is entitled virtute officii, even although 
they can only be got in by means of proceedings in a cours. 
of equity, are legal assets. Thus an equity of redemption 
of an equitable charge of a sum of money on real estate is 
legal assets: Cook v. Gregson, 3 Drew, 547. 8 i 
generally, the difference between equitable and legal assets 
is, that the former are distributed among creditors of 
whatever degree part passu, while the latter are distri- 
buted among creditors according to their legal priorities 
(Silk v. Prime, 2 Wh, & Ta. L. C. Eq. 95). 

2. A contract cannot be enforced in equity against an 
infant, nor in general against a feme covert. The reason, 
so far as an infant is concerned is, that the Court acts in 
accordance with the rule of Jaw that an infant is incapabled 
binding himself by contract. A married woman, ho 
who has separate property at her own disposal, may bi 
herself by contract in relation to that property where it 
clearly appears that she intends to do so, And as the 
separate property of a feme covert is only recognised iz 
equity, the remedy on such a contract will be enforced im 
equity (Hulme v. Tennant, and notes, 1 Wh, & Tu. L.G 

. 435). 
™' If the terms of what is supposed to be a contract are 
not definite and certain, and no mode of making them 
definite and certain is foe. equity will aah enforce 
specific performance, inasmuch as it is impossible to say 
what is to be specifically performed. 

4. When two having an equal equity, have 
been equally innocent and diligent, the Court of Chancery, 
in a suit by one of them against the other for relief in re 
lation to the transaction or property with regard to which 
they have been equally innocent and diligent, will dismiss 
the bill, and leave the plaintiff to such remedy, if any, a8 
he may have at law. Where the equities are equal the 
law prevails. 

5. The Court of Chancery will restrain by injunotion the 
publication of private letters against the consent of the 
writer by the person to whom they were addressed and 
he property in such letters is in the person to 
whom they were written and sent, but such property is 
said to be modified by the restriction of the right # 
publish as above mentioned (Pope v. Curl, 2 Atk. 341). 

6, Where a testator makes a penta boast to A, and 
directs that in consideration thereof A. pay his debts, 
and appoints A. his executor and residuary legatee, the 
will should be proved by his exeentor unless for any reasoD 
he declines to do so, which he is at liberty todo. A, if 
he proves the will, is only bound to pay the testator’ 
debts so far as the testator’s asseta extend, The 
of the above opinion are that although A. proves the will 





14. Under # mortgage of lands since the 23 & 24 Vict. c. 


he does not thereby accept the epectiie bequest subject to 


the onerous conditions sugges 
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assignee of a chose in action is bound by all the 
ies to which it was liable in the hands of the assignor. 
reason is that if it were not so the assignor and 
i of the chose in action would be able to deprive 
of their rights without their consents. There 
an exception to the rule with respect to bills 
and other negotiable instruments when as- 
they become payable, 
rd election” means the choice which the 
Chancery gives to and imposes on a person who 
a benefit under a will or other instrament—which 
or other instrument affects to dispose of some portion 
property of such person—either to forego such bene- 
to allow the property to be dealt with as such will 
instrument proposes to deal with it. A case of 
election would arise where a father, who was tenant in 
le by will affected to give the entailed estate to his 
gon, and by the same will gives an estate to which 
is entitled in fee to his eldest son (Streatfield v. Streat- 
1L.¢C. Bq. 303). 
In case of a voluntary gift by deed inter vivos, the 
burden of proving the transaction is righteous falls on the 
person taking the benefit : Gibson v. Jeyes, 6 Ves. 266. This 
is considered given if it is shown that the donor 
and understood what he was doing. If, however, 
the relation between the donor and donee were such that 
it might reasonably be suspected that undue influence was 
exercised, another question arises, and the donee will have 
to show, not only that the donor knew what he was 
doing, but how his intentions was produced (Huguenin y. 
Baseley, 2 L, C. Eq. 504). 

10. The rule as to the obligation of a donee of property to 
show the absence of undue influence applies in cases where 
any of the relations exist of parent aud child, guardian and 
ward, trustee and cestui que trust, legal adviser and client, 
medical man and patient, spiritual adviser and person over 
whom he has obtained ascendancy. The Court protects per- 
sons subject to influence against those who the in- 
fluence (Huguenin v. Baseley, and Notes, 2L. C. Eq. 504). 

11, Inthe ordinary administration of an estate in Chancery, 
voluntary bonds are payable immediately after simple con- 
tract debts and before legacies. The reasons are that the 
Court has so decided: Ramsden v. Jackson, 1 Atk. 297. If 
the bond has been assigned for value (at any rate in the 
lifetime of the obligor), it will in the administration of assets 
take rank as if originally given for value (Payne v. Mortimer, 
4DeG. & J. 447). i 

12. A solicitors’ bill can be taxed after payment where 

ial circumstances are shown, as undue pressure and over- 

or gross overcharges amounting to fraud; but the 

nah must be made within twelve months (6&7 Vict. 
¢ 78, s. 41). 

13. Wherever the Court has jurisdiction to grant an injunc- 
tion against a breach of covenant, contract, or agreement, or 
against the commission of any wrongful act, or for the spe- 
gific } sargienrage of any covenant, contract, or agreement, 
the Court may, if it think fit, award damages to the party 
injured, either in addition to or in substitution for such in- 

tion or specific performance (21 & 22 Vict. c. 27). 

14. Where the Court has, by decree or order directed any 
person to pay money, or to deliver any property to another, 
such decree or order may be enforced by attachment. The 
delivery of property may also be enforced by writ of assis- 
tance, or the payment of money by a fi. fa. or elegit. 

- 15. The maxim “‘ignorantia legis non excusat ” applies 
ity ss well as at law. There are cases, however, in 
hi is maxim ap not to have been followed, as 


? 


4. 


i 
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seni 
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in 
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for instance, where a dispute arose between a nephew who 

was entitled to inherit real property, and his uncle who 
whi 


made a claim to the same property, which resulted in a com- 
, and a conveyance of part of the property to the 
Uncle, such conveyance was set aside. 


IV.—BANKRUPTOY AND PRACTICE OF THE CouRTS. 
(By G. Kenrick and W. Morgan, Esqrs ) 

1. The amount of the petitioning creditor’s debt is now 
tegulated by the Bankruptcy Act, 1861, s. 89, which enacts 
that in the case ofa single creditor or a partnership it 
shall amount to £50, in the case ef two crediters to £70, 
and of three or more to £100, and debts payable at a certain 


time in futuro are sufficient to support a petition. 


The debt must be a legal one, but it need not be actually 
ne, 





/ By @ trader— ing the realm; (2) absence) 
PBs. meatiee ye say gens Femme sare 


3 (3) 
as will prevent him from carrying on 
his business ; (4) filing declaration of insolvency ; (5) non- 
payment on a trader-debtor summons. By a non-trader. 
ticlion spies tolls ice tetas 
j i i i 3 non- t of aj 
acumen: ns (3) non-payment of a judg. 
3, Yes; on such acts of bankruptcy as can becommitted- 
by such a trader, and by the 12 & 13 Vict. c. 106, s. 77, 
a creditor for £50 and upwards of a debtor, having privi- 
lege of Parliament, cam obtain an Act of Bankruptcy by 
filing an affidavit of debt in one of the superior courts 
of law, and by issuing a summons thereoh, and if the- 
summons be personally served, and the debt not paid or 
secured within one month, an act of bankru will be 
deemed to be committed from the time ef the service 
of the summons (1 Griffiths & Holmes, Bkcy. 93, 154). 


4. A judgment creditor for a debt amounting to £50 ex- 
clusive of costs, and entitled to sue out a ca. sa. may, in the 
case of a trader defendant, at the end of one week, or in the 
case - “ gr a ae _— end of one calendar 
month from the signing of the judgment, issue a judgment- 
debtor summons, which, having been duly served, prs the 
plaintiff on the egg of the defendant a right to 
examine the defendant, and the Court power to ean 
adjudication of bankruptcy without petition, and the like 
— of adjudication if the debtor do not appear, the 

ebtor in such latter case having seven days after notice to 
show cause against the adjudication (Bankruptcy Act, 1861, 
ss. 76 to 85). 

5. Yes; in the case of an act of bankruptcy by means of 
a judgment-debtor summons, provision is made by section 
78 of the Bankruptcy Act, 1861, for service of the summons 
where the debtor is not in England, and by section 75 the 
adjudication by a Court in any of her Majesty's dominions 
abroad, is, after notice in the London Gazette, conclusive 
evidence of an act of bankruptcy, upon which an adjudica- 
tion may be obtained in this country. 

6. Se creditors cannot prove under the joint estate 
of partners, but they may do so under a joint adjudication 
against partners, in which case separate accounts are directed 
to be kept of the joint and separate estates, the separate 
creditors have a first right to full satisfaction of their debts 
out of the separate assets. The joint creditors have a like 
right against the joint assets. 

General Orders, October, 1852, rule 54. This order does 
not confer a right of voting in the choice. 

7. Proof in respect of unliquidated damages. may be 
made if the damages have arisen by reason of a breach 
of contract broken before the act of bankruptcy (Bank. 
ruptcy Act, 1851, s. 163). 

8. Yes; by section 154 of the Act of 1861, a creditor in 
respect of any contract by a bankrupt to pay insurance 
premiums, may apply to the Court to set a value upon his 
interest under the contract, and upon such value a proof 
may be made. 

9. The object of the doctrine of order and disposition is 
to provide against a trader obtaining credit b ion, 
as apparent owner of goods which really Ae A to some 
other person; sec, 225 of the Act of 1849, therefore, 
provides a mode of making such goods available fer the 
benefit of the creditors under bankruptcy. 

10. An equitable mortgagee of a bankrupt’s real or 
personal property, in order to realise his security, may 
either file a bill in chancery, or, under rule 55 of the 
General Orders of October, 1852, present a petition to the 
Court acting in the matter of the nankreptey, for a deela- 
ration of the existence of the mortgage, for taking an ac- 
count of the ameant due thereon, and for a sale of the 
mortgaged property and conveyance thereof, with the con- 
currence of the assignees. 

11. (1.) Carrying on trade by means of fictitious capital 
(¢.g-. accommodation bills); G) contracting any debt 
without a reasonable and probable ground of ex i 
at the time of contracting it, of being able to pay it; 
(3) omitting to keep proper account-books with the intent 
to conceal the true state of his affairs; (4) vexatious de- 
fence to an action for debt, 

12. (1) Omitting to surrender at the time fixed for 
the last: examination; (2) concealment of property; (3) 
removal or embezzlement of goods to the amount of £10, 
after or within two months of the adjudication; (4) 
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concealment of books; (5) falsification of books; (6) 
obtaining goods on credit, under the false pretence of 
carrying’ on business, with intent to defraud. . 

13: Under section 110 of the Bankruptcy Act, 1861, by: 
resolution of a majority in'value of creditors at @ meetin 
eonfirmed at a subsequent meeting. Under section 18 
of the same Act, by means of'a resolution of three-fourths 
in number and value of creditors at a meeting in favour of 
a deed, and with the sanction of tha Court, Under the 
first the bankruptcy is continued, except with re- 
spect to the collection of the assets ; under the second 
process, when complete, the bankruptcy is annulled. 

14. Trust deeds forthe benefit of creditors are either 
by way of assignment of all the debtor's estate for 
equal division amongst his creditors, or by way of com- 
position, providing for the payment in satisfaction of a 
lesser sum than the full amount of the debts, or by way 
of inspectorship, which leaves the debtor’s estate vested 
in him, but gives a control thereover to inspectors. If all 
the creditors concur, and the requisites of an ordinary 
deed be complied with, no other requisite is necessary in 
order to render it valid, except that it cannot be put in 
evidence unless registered pursuant to section 194 of the 
Bankruptcy Act, 1861, within twenty-eight days from its 
execution by the debtor, or within such extended time as 
may be allowed; but if all the creditors do not concur, 
@ majority in number and three-fourths in value, may 
bind the minority by complying with the requisites of sec- 
tion 192, and provided the deed be fair and reasonable in 
its provisions and free from fraud. A partnership deed 
is a deed entered into between partners regulating the 
terms of the partnership. 

15. The validity of an arrangement between a debtor 
and an alleged majority of his creditors, may be contested 
be a dissenting creditor, in an action against the debtor, 
where the deed is pleaded by showing, by demurrer to the 
plea, that the deed is bad in law, or by a trial of the issue 
raised on the plea by showing that the requisites of the 
Bankruptcy Act, 1861, s. 192, have not been complied 
with; or by an application to the Court of Bankruptcy, 
under section 197, for leave to issue execution on a judg- 
ment, 


V.—CrpunaL Law AND PROCEEDINGS BEFORE Maais- 
TRATES. 


(By J. Davies and W. Morgan, Esqs.) 

1. By statute 14 & 15 Vict. c. 100, every objection to any 
indictment for any formal defect apparent on the face thereof 
shall be taken by demurrer or motion to quash such indict- 
ment before the jury shall be sworn ; and every court be- 
fore which any such objection shall be taken may cause the 
indictment to be amended, and thereupon the trial shall 
proceed. 

2. When any variance appears between any matter in 
writing or in print produced in evidence and the recital 
thereof upon the record, the Court may cause the in- 
dictment or record to be amended in such particular; and 
variance in other respects, if not material to the merits of 
the case, may be rectified in like manner, 

3. By 24 & 25 Vict. c. 100, it is not necessary to state in 
indictments for murder or manslaughter the means b 
which the death was caused. In cases of murder it shall 
be sufficient to charge that the detendant did feloniously, 
wilfally, and of his malice aforethought, kill and murder 
the deceased ; and of manslaughter, to charge that the defen- 
dant did feloniously kill and slay the deceased. 

4. If upon the trial of any n for obtaining goods 
under false pretences it be proven that he obtained “the rO- 
petty in any manner as to amount in law to larceny, he shall 
not be acquitted of such misdemeanour, and he shall not be 
liable to be afterwards prosecuted for larceny upon the 
game facts ; and it shall be sufficient in any such indictment 


to allege that the act was committed with intent to defraud, 
without alleging an intent to defraud any particular person, 


and on the trial it shall be sufficient to prove that the party 
accused did the act charged with intent to defraud (24 & 25 
Vict. c. 96, 9. 58). 

5. Different felonies or misdemeanours may be stated in 
several counts of an indictment, under certain restrictions, 
In case of felony the judge may require the counsel for the 
prosecution to select one of the felonies and confine himself 








to that, but this practice is not extended to misdeméae 
nours. } 


6. They should be indicted for the murder, and 
indictments should be made in respect of the assaults ; 
in the latter cases the offenders would be liable for mig: 
demeanours. a 

7. If, on cross-examination a question relevant to the 
mae go but d ing to a Praag Pd ut and 
answ' the, Deir eer the question is a to 
make out his case ithe Stieatos of any other witnesses, 
although in so doing he contradicts the evidence of the fist 
witness. If a witness gives a false answer toa question 
relevant to the issue he may be indicted for perjury. 

8% A party producing a witness shall not be allowed 
impeach his credit by general evidence of bad character, 
may, in case the witness shall in the opinionof the j 
proveadverse, contradict him by other evidenceor by leave of thy 
judge prove that he has made at other times a statement in. 
consistent with his present testimony after the circums' 
of the former statement have been mentioned to the witness, 
hehas been asked whetherornot hehasmade suchstatement : 
Com. Law Proc. Act, 1854, s. 22. The enactment above re. 
ferred to is confined to courts of civil jurisdiction. In 
criminal trials, if a witness on being examined for the Crown 
gives an answer different from what was expected, his de 
aye before the justices or coroner may be shown to him 
or the purpose of refreshing his memory, but it seems the 
counsel for the prosecution cannot contradict his present 
testimony by putting in his former deposition:: Taylor on 
Ev. 2nd ed. par. 1284. 

9. The confessions of a prisoner are admissible in evidence 
against him in cases where such confessions have been made 
freely and riecmgse wae dba only in such cases. Where a cone 
fession has been obtained by means of a promise or threat it 
cannot be used as evidence. 

10. If collateral information be obtained in consequences 
of an inadmissible confession, such information can be used 
by calling witnesses who are able to give direct evidenceof 
the facts to which the prosecution have been led by means 
of such inadmissible confession. 

11. In pleading to an indictment or information for ®# 
defamatory libel, the defendant may, by way of defence, 
allege the truth of the matters charged, and further 
it was for the public benefit that the matters c 
should be published, showing the particular fact or facts 
by reason whereof it was for the public benefit (6 & 7 Vict, 
c. 96; 8 & 9 Vict. c. 75). 

12. The testimony of an-accomplice is in all cases re. 
garded with suspicion, and unless his statements are cots 
roborated in some material part, by unimpeachable evi« 
dence, the jury should be advised by the judge to acquit 
the prisoner, 

14, Infants under the age of discretion should not be 
punished by any criminal] prosecution. An infant above 
the age of fourteen is, however, liable for any notorious 
breach of the peace, a riot, battery, or the like, or any 
perjury or cheating. But infants above seven and under 
fourteen may *be shown to be doli capaw, and punished 
accordingly. An infant who understands the nature and 
consequences of an oath may be admitted as a witness, 

14, A married woman may, in certain cases, be held ir. 
responsible for a crime where she acts under the control 
and coercion of her husband, Marital control, however, 
would be no justification of treason, nor of such offences 
as relate to the domestic government of the house. The 
evidence of the absence of free agency would be that thé 
offence was committed in company with her husband from 
ber coercion would be presumed (Stephens, vol. 4, p. 
116), 

15. If the Court for Crown Cases Reserved quash a cone 
viction, the prisoner is not liable to be tried again for the 
same offences, as it isa rule of English law that a prisoner 
shall not be twice put in jeopardy for the same cause. 





COURT PAPERS. 


JUDICIAL COMMITTEE OF THE PRIVY COUNCIL. 

The Judicial Committee will commence sitting for the 
despatch of business on Tuesday, the 18th June, 1867, ab 
half-past ten a.m. 
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ADMISSION OF ATTORNEYS. 
Trinity Term, 1867. 


‘The following days have been appointed for the admission 
of attorneys in the Court of Queen’s Bench :— 
Saturday.....-.+.-++...June 15 | Monday 


ADMISSION OF SOLICITORS. 

The Master of the Rolls has ——— Monday, the 
17th June, at the Rolls Court, Chancery-lane, at four 
o'clock in the afternoon, for swearing in solicitors. 

Every person desirous of being sworn in on the above da: 
must oe his common law odeainsien, or his certificate of 

ice for the current year, at the secretary’s office, Rolls- 
om Chancery-lane, on or before Saturday, the 15th of 
june. 


The papers of those gentlemen who cannot be admitted 
at common law till the last day of term will be received 
at the secretary's office up to twelve o'clock at noon on 
that day, after which time no papers can be received. 


GENERAL RULE OF ALL THE COURTS. 
Trinity Term, 1867. 

It is ordered that on appeal from one of the superior 
courts, such courts shall have power to allow interest for 
such time as execu‘ion has been delayed by the proceedings 
in appeal for the delaying thereof ; and the master on tax- 
ing the costs may compute such interest without any rule of 
court or order of a judge for that purpose. 


And be it ordered that in lieu of the form No. 21 in the 
rule of Michaelmas Vacation, 1854, the following may be 
the form of a judgment of court of Steen in Exchequer 
Chamber or a disposal of the appeal in the D paperen fovour 
where judgment for him had been given in the court below, 
under the 41 and 42 sections of the Common Law Proceedure 
Act, 1854 [Copy the case for the appeal as stated by the 
parties, and then proceed thus :] Afterwards on [the day of 
giving judgment of court of appeal] in the Court of Ex- 
en our Lady the Queen, beforethe justices of 
the Comrron Bench of our Lady the Queen and the Barons of 
her. Exchequer [or if the eypesl be from the Common Pleas 
say ‘‘before the justices of our Lady the Queen, assigned 
to hold p’eas in vhe court of our lady the Queen before the 
Queen herself and the Barons of the Exchequer,” or if the 
oe be from the Exchequer ee ‘* before the justices of our 

y the Queen, assigned to hold pleas in the court of our 
lady the Queen before the Queen herself and the justices of 
the Common Bench of our said lady the Queen ”] come the 
parties aforesaid by their respective attorneys aforesaid, and 
the said court of se decide that, &c. [state the decision 
of the court upon the question raised by the case on appeal], 
and it is considered by the said court of appeal that the 
— do recover against the defendant for his 

ages and his costs, which the plaintiff hath sustained and 
expended by reason of the delay of execution on pretence of 
the proceedings in the said appeal, and that the plaintiffs 
have execution thereof. 


A. E. Cocxsurn, 
W. Boy, 
Fitzroy Kg.y, 
Samvuer, MARTIN, 
J. S. WILLEs, 


J. BARNARD BYLzs, 
CoLtn BLACKBURN, 
H. Kgatine, 

JoHN MELLOR, 
WILLIAM SHEE, 

G. BRAMWELL, MontTacveE Smirn, 
W. F. CHANNELL, Roser Lusu. 


Read inthe Court June 6th, 1867. 
Cuas. MANLEY SMITH. 


THE SUMMER CIRCUITS. 

The judges met on Thursday for the purpose of choosing 
their respective cireuitsfor the summer assize, | The result 
18 as follows :—Home Cirevit—Mr, Baron Martin and Mr. 
Justice Blackburn, Western—Mr. Justice Willes and Mr. 
Justice Keating. Midland—Mr. Baron Pigott and Mr, 
Justice Lush, Oxford—Mr. Justice Mellor and Mr. Justice 
Shee. Norfolk--The Lord Chief Justice of the Queen’s 
Bench and Mr. Justice Byles. | Northern—Lord Chief Jus- 
tice Bovill and Mr. Justice Montague Smith. North Wales 
~The Lord Chief Baron. South Wales—Mr. Baron Chan- 
nell, Mr, Baron Bramwell remains in town. 





June 3,—Vice-Chancellor Wood, on the petition of a creditor,’ 
ordered a compulsory windi ee oe ae ‘London and 
Provincial Starch Company, refused an application to sus- 
pend the order until this day. 

Mr. Church, Chief Clerk. of the Master of the Rolls, after- 
much opposition, made a call of £25, payable on the first proximo,. 


in the case of the Anglo-Greek Steam, &c., Company 


ENGLISH FUNDS AND RAILWAY STOCK. 
Last Quoratrow, June 6, 1867. 
[From the Oficial List of the actual business transacted.} 
GOVERNMENT FUNDS. 
3 per Cent. Consols, 944 Annuities, April, °85 
Ditto for Account, July 10, 944 Do. (Red Sea T.) Aug. 1908 
3 per Cent. Reduced, 934 Ex Bills, 21000, 4 per Ct. 22pm: 
New 3 per Cent., 934 Do pm 
Do. 34 per Cent., Jan. ’94 
Do. 4 per Cent., Jan. ’94, 76 
Do. 5 per Cent., Jan. °73 — Ct. (last year) 
Annuities, Jan. ’80 — Ditto for Account, 
INDIAN GOVERNMENT SECURITIES. 
India Stock, 10} p Ct. Apr.’74, 221 | Ind. Enf. Pr., 5pC., Jan.°72, 1 
Ditto for Account, — Ditto, 54 vd Cent., May,’79, 1 
Ditto 5 per Cent., July, ’80 109 Ditto ~ tures, per Cent., 
— April, ” _ 
Do. Do., 5 per Cent., Aug. °73 


Ditto for A 
Cent., Oct. 88, 97 
Bonds, 5 per Ct., £1000, pm. 


Ditto 4 
Ditto, ditto, Certificates, — Do. 
Ditto, ditto, under £1000, pm. 
RAILWAY STOCK. 


Ditto Enfaced Ppr., 4 per Cent. 
Railways. 








. | Closing Prices... 


Bristol and Exeter | 81 
iieanss 114 
Glasgow and South-Western lll 
Great Eastern i 8 


tock 
Do., East Anglian Stock, No. 2 
Great Northern 
Do., A Stock* 
Great Southern and Western of Ireland 
Great Western— Origi 1 














; am, Dover....... 
London and North-Western 
London and South-Western 





Stock Pp 

— i ham and Derb: 
., Birming! ani rby 

North British 

North London 















































receives no dividend until 6 per cent. bas been paid to B, 
INSURANCE COMPANIES. 
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Clerical, Med, & Gen. Life 
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Eagle on eee 
pe! Equityand Law ... 
: reg bach od Life 
quitable Reversionary... 
Do. New ... one wool 
Gresham Lite | 
Guardian ... ees eek a 
Home & Col. Ass., Limtd. 
Imperial Life... = ...| 1 
Law Fire... gee — 
Law Life... } 
Law Union age a 
Legal & General Life ... 
London & Provincial Law 
North Brit, & Mercantil 
Provident Life .., one 
Royal Exchange... 
Sun Fire ... ove gen] 
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Monzy MARKET AND Crty INTELLIGENCE. 
Thursday Nigh 
On Friday the funds were very strong, and went up rapi*;> 
the rise Guthaned the following day, ‘as though at last = 





754 





THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & REPORTER. June 8, 1867, 





— 
—= 





markets were about finally to shake off the effects of 1866. A 
nation sn SRG OS nae a further rise; Tuesday 


Sim Tuomas WILDE AND THE Princess D’Este.—After -~ 


Thomas Wilde ( uently Lord reuty) married A’ 
Emma @’ Este, i da i oe es 0 Euscet end ety 
Augusta Murra: of wi legitimacy omas 
Rea caleveunel ants wince the House of Lords, retained her 


iden surname. In society she was generally known as the 
‘Princess d’ Este and the billous satirists of Inns of Court used 
to of Sir Thomasas “the Prince.” Itwas said that one 
-of ’s familiar associates, soon after the lawyer’s marriage, 
alled at his house and asked ifthe Princess d’ Este was at home. 
“*No, sir,” replied the servant, “the Princess d’Este is not at 
home, but the Prince is!” —Jeaffreson’s Book about Lawyers. 


Tum Procress oF THE SEssion.—Parliament has been 
sitting four months, and has produced twenty-six public and 
Faye fp local statutes, including the number that received 

the royal assent on Friday last. 

Castor axp Pottvx.—In the yeuz d’esprit of Westminster 
Hall the pun pees A somewhat too frequent and conspicuous a 

Amongst the hal stories current at junior bar- 
tables, is one that on Sir Frederick Pollock’s name, 
and makes merry with the misfortune Tord’ Maye justice of the 
Pty 4 s Bench, who lost his hat at a Mayor's “ dinner to 

the j .” “Cockburn,” the hatless gnaed oauiel of the 
Chief ‘ustice, with mingled pathos and flippancy, “‘ where on 
earth am I to look for my castor ?’’ “T am sure I can’t say. 
But can’t you contrive to manage with *Polluz,” replied Sir 
Alexander, pointing to the Chief Baron’s hat.—Jeaffreson’ 8 Book 
about Lawyers. 

GAMBLING IN THE RoraL Parxs.—Steps have been taken 
to ent the recurrence of pared scenes in the 


parks which have lately been bro the public. A 
ae a he Lesh Duke of Cambri ile of the 
a posted at the le 

x betting and gambling in ge 
J otifying t any one who we ea tintion oil 
‘be peremptorily removed from the parks. 


JEFFREYS AND THE FIDDLER.—Though Jeffreys ny, ag in 
qumsid; ho dobetsh sum to bane bald Se, atceepmy'te 
esteem. In the time of Charles II. musical artists of the humb 
grades liked to be styled “‘ musitioners ;” and on acertain occa 
Gone Shen ho was sitting as Recorder for the City of Londos, 

ape emery | incensed by a witness who, in a 
pone vic, himself a musitioner. With a sneer the 
—* A musitioner! I thought you were a 
1” “TY am a musitioner,” the violinist answered stoutly. 
**Oh, indeed!” croaked Jefireye. very it— 
highly fee Per important! And pray, Wit- 
mess, what is the difference een @ musitioner and a fiddler ?” 
bog fortunate readiness the man answered, ‘‘ As much, sir, as 
there is between a pair of bagpipes and a recorder. ”— Jeafireson’ 8 

Book about Lawyers. 





ESTATE EXCHANGE REPORT. 


AT THE MART. 
29.—By Messrs, Epwix Fox & Bousrietp. 
‘Leasehold waitin premises, No. 2, } Dectoreneey 3 let on lease at £170 
oe: term, 40 years from 1863, at £4 per annum—Sold for 
“Leasehold, 5 houses, Nos. 26 to 30, St. Paul’s-place, St. Paul’ ott, 
Canonbury, producing £181 per annum; term, 88§ years from 1837, 
at £10 annum—Sold for £1,940. 
‘Lenschold. 3 3 houses, Nos. 8 to 10, 8t. Paul’s-rozd, Canonbury, producing 
£108 per ann iy term, 923 years from 1832, at £31 10s, per anoum 
“Leasehold, 7 _ += Nos. 66, 68, ny 72, 7 hy, 76, and 78, hag pies 
Westminster, and 2 messuages rear, 
—= 40 years from 1060, et ot 5 14s, senso Hace oa 


‘Leasehold, 6 houses, Nos. 5, 7, 9, 11, end 13, ter-street, and 
100, treet, Westminster, and 11 messuages in the rear, pro- 
—-* eee tame nee epee ae ee 


tFreehold residence, with coachhouse and stable, situate van) tame 
of Charmouth, Dorset ; let at £36 per annum—Sold for 
ge 5 houses, with oe A to 34, Windeos-antteh, Essex- 
r locate prod ing annum ; term, 21 
from, ot £17 10s. per annum— Sold for £320. / _ 
By Messrs. P. D. Tocgerr. 


‘Breehold, 3 residences, known as Elm Tree Cottages, Sidcup, Kent, annual 
value, £26 each—Sold for £1,200, nee 


aanum ; term, 





meal waune Messrs. Geo. So ne & ig 
bui Ne taoee Friern Barnet, 
esha bling erate, 16 sold for £247; Toe is oad r £460. lee tb 


May 31.— Mepis, Rormwonrs, Janvis & Annorr. 

Freehold; Whitle: situate in the parish of St, 

G3 sytba beat for £30,100. Mica, 

business » No. lermyn-street, 
o— ee eee term, 29 years seoxpleet a 
am—} 

copa id, 10 house, dituate in High-street, Brentford, Middlesex, pro. 
pér annum —Sold for £670. 
y } othr Norrox, Taut, Watney, & Co. 


Leasehold residenée, known as Beaulieu, with stab! 
pleasure grounds, aud meadow land, containing 12a 2r 35 Ryne a 
the Isle of t, Hants; term, 999 years from 1853 at £39 6s. 9d. pet 
annum—Sold for £3,250. 


By Messrs. Daiven. 


Estate, comprising a residence with lang 
and woods, together with Standen Farm, aud arable land, situate Rear 
Hungerford, in the counties of Wilts and Berks,and containing about 


532 acres, also great tithes amounting to £41 6s. 74. per annum—Sold 


é known po Same ton Aaig Brgy? » Pleasure. 
grounds, and meadow-land, siti at Brom! 
19 acres—Bold for £17,100. _ — 
By Messrs. Fanrsnorarer, Liz, & WareLer. 
Freehold house shop and business premises, Ne. 7, h-street, Kensing. 
ten, let enleage at £70 per annum. , oe ‘ 
phew 7 oh pow ding land, situate at Kew, and Freehold and 
Leasehold, 2 ences and cottage, situate at Chiswick—Sold fer 


Leasehold house and premises, No. 50a, Lincoln’s-inn fields, 3, t 
ments, in 0 ebemenge fray and house and shop, No. 1, Portsm> 
wd 8s, af annum ; term, 24 years unexpire 


street, 
a conan Sol “+ cai doe Ne 21, George-st, Fitzro: 
0. aare 
consuls, Thecee oa oe Noe sso, Charl sina raul 
ouses and shops, Nos. lo 
square, producing £140 per annum —Sold for £2,010. e 
By Messrs, GapspEen, Exxis, & Sconzr. 
Freehold, 3 houses and shops, Nos. 55 to 57, y, Dae-stsemte Smithfe 
ducing £129 18s, 4d. per annum—Sold for £3,300. mache: 
By Messrs. Witkinson & Hoans. 
Leasehold, No. 37, Bathurst-mews, Davenport-street, Gloucester-square, 
Hyde-park ; term, 89} years from 1847, at &2 per annum—Soid fq 


Freehold, 3 houses with shops, Nos. 20, 22, 23, Harrow-road, Paddington, 
ennual value £85 and £90 cock fold te £3,930. ~ 
Freehold house and warehouses, No. street, Wapping, produciig 
£180 per annum —Sold for £3,200 y 
ae situate in an for £1,610, 
Freehold residence and grounds, situate in Hornsey-lane, let at £60 per 
annum—Sold for £1, iio. 


Leasehold residence, No. 2a, Hyde-park-place West, let on lease at £10 

per ae term, 44 years unexpired, at £25 per annum—Sold f¢ 

Leasehold profit rental of £93 13s., arising from property in Maryleboos 

lane, Stratford-mews, Oxford- street ; term, 61 years from 1855, renews 

able every 14 years on payment of a fine—Sold for £1,620. 

June 4.—By Messrs, Desennam, Tewson, & FARMER. 

An a of £100 —_ annum, for about 1! years, secured upon Mang 
house, Chelsea—Sold for £650. ’ _ 


AT THE GUILDHALL COFFEE HOUSE. 
Freehold and Copyhold. Messuages, 2 Gottages an 
ree and about 
land, situate = West Drayton, and rem, Middionss nah 
producing £100 per annum—Sold for £2 





BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS. 


BIRTHS, 
HAMPSON—On June 3, at Sharston Mount, Northenden, the wife of 
HENNIKER On Me re otaiamen uare, th Aldbo: 
y 30, a - 2 wife of rough 
x Heaniker Eat, barista, of date A 
a at Potter’s 
eR Et Pie cinearers mctagen, to oll 
Ke 
KNOK On den maa Bar itera La wl of acon. oe al 
_ une ore! r 
le fay 
Ay 
of John Morris, Eaq., ofthe Old Jewry, of Sek, OF 
PARRY—On June 6, at 6, Upper Gloucester-strest, Dorset-square, thé 
wife of Mr. Serjeant Parry, ofa daughter. 
STRONG—On June 4, at 17, Hanley-road, the wife of Chas. E. Strong, 


Eaq., of a son, 
5 MARRIAGES. 


CORNEWALL —BAYLEY—On June 4, at All Sainte’ aS Norfolk 
i Peas a abe ni sail te yy West 
rancis onal 
minster Comat Court. Bayley, Hag., J oe 
sy a 7R—On Jane 5, rat lebone Chareh, Robert ot 
Barrister- WW, ‘essie Eva, hter of Rev. 
8w urn, inoumbent of Christ Chureh, Barnet, me 
DEATHS. 
DRYDEN—On June 3, at Putney, aged 18 Lawrence 
den, sen of A. E. Dryden, Bea, ter-a rw A Ws * 
FRASER—On June 3, at Hastings, John Fraser, Esq. +» Solicitor, of 
Dorset-terrace, Cidghess-renlt and 78, Dean-street, Soho, aged 

















SpE skos SB |] o 
























sezces eefecetcussereres 













exg Beas Purdras? 






Bae 








sPoiek 





fs 






a 
—_ 







vires 











rr re 





aEE 


wk SF 8 


er 


3 


i 


a 
=. 


Li ee 


a 


-~3 86 855 & 


Fe 


June 8, 1867. 


THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & REPORTER. 








oe 
MERRIMAN ed cs. 1, at Marlborough, Thomas Baverstock Merri- 


; 3i, - 279, Camberwell Wew-road, S , 
wrt Mott, Esq., Solicitor, of 2, Hercenet-baitdings” 
ia. at his residence, Shelford-house, Upper Norwood, 
‘Thomas Price, LD. , aged 66, 
SEARBOW—On ‘May 20, at Wolverhampton, Charles Frederick Sparrow, 
cain On Set Horie f Edward Watts, Esq., Solicitor, Hythe, aged 62, 
LONDON GAZETTEsS. 


Minding-up of Joint Stock Compantes, 
Friar, May 31, 1867. 
; Liurrzp mm Omancury, 
.—~ a Iron Company (Limited).—Petition for winding-u) 
a Ma ay 20, to be ona before Vice-Chancsiler - 
on June 14. Vining & Son, Moorgate-st-buildings, solicitor 


titioner. 
oe ne Peced Life, Fire, Guarantee, and ae 
pany 29, to 
send debts 


A 
ited).—Creditors are oumnaes om. oF before June 
a names anderen ant arias cf tha Gla 
a "aly 13 ab TY) i appointed er Yensing wad nd adjadicating 
er fare note ae 


the debts and 
June 8, ae 





eard before 
it & Co, old Jewry, poliltons far the rf te 
STannaRizs o7 CoRNWALL, 

Caradon United Mi: Com .—Petition for winding up, presented 
22, directed to feend babes the Vi Vice: Warden, +; 18, Thur- 
loe-sq, on June 10 at 12. Affidavits intended to be used at ott 

in opposition to the petition must be filed at the Registrar’ 

Truro, on or before June6. Hodge & Co, Truro, petitionsrs? 


Tugspay, June 4, 1867, 
Limitep In CHANCERY. 

City and County Assurance Com Gamiat)- —By an order made 
by V.C. Stuart, dated May 24,it was ordered that the ay 
winding-up of the above com; be continued. Jones & 
ling, Gray’s-inn-sq, Solicitors ge agen 


aT, deed Com Limited).—Petition for windin; fam 
29, di. per web before V.C. ieiins, on” Zane Law- 


me old , Ae soy Soliciters for the 

hester ‘Queensland Cotton Company (Limi poapetition for 
winding-up, presented May 31, directed to be heard before V.C. 
Faget ~ tine 15. Waltons & Bubb, Bucklersbury, Solicitors for 


Pd arma ney Ford and Company (Limited).—Petition for winding- up, 
gre May 31, directed to be heard before V.C. Malins, on June 
— & Co, Old Jewry-chambers, Solicitors for the peti- 


Friendly Societies Dissolved. 
ToEspay, June 4, 1867. 

Hollow Ware Presgers’ Burial Society, Hanley, May 30. 

vers’ Mutual Society, Thatched House Tavern, Red Lion-st, 

born, June 1, 

Creditors under Estates in Chancery. 
Last Day of Proof. 
Turspar, June 4, 1867. 

Beachim, Thos. St Clement Danes, Butcher. June 19. Bea- 


» Clare-st, 
chim # Raimondi, V.C, Stuart 
Enfield, Middx, Esa. June 19, Bourne # Green, V. C, 


Chater, Hannah Mary Ann, Tottenham-ct-rd, Licensed Victualler. 


y, Oh Bromley v Brunton, V. C. Stuart. 
» Osborne-villa, Haverstock-hill. July 1. Gay » Theobald, 


(edad Ba » Barnado, Marylebone-rd, Gent. July 5. Hasluck » Hewitt, 
eit. Bob t Tadcaster, York, July 1, Turquand » Kirby, M. R. 

il, Waa Thos, A Abingdon-st, Westminster, Solicitor. June 28. 
Powell, ie Folliott, Albion-pl, Hyde-pk. June 29, Wagstaff » 


"Ereditors under 22 & 23 Viet. cay. 35. 
Last Day of Claim. 
Faipay, May 31, 1867. 
Eli, Stockport, Chester, Tailor, June 24. Selah Lene m3 
On kis ; Joh, Soe ces n-Hull, Cowkeeper. July 1. England & 
Brown, Re Bl Black arn, Lancaster, Yeoman. July 6. Piockop, Black- 


} ag , John, y otan, tye og ~~ 10. Se Ee. . 
Susanna, Park. rosvenor-sq, r. July 29, ens 
ey Essex-st, Stran d. oe : ‘: 
Thos Carter, Cambridge, Grocer. July 15. Foster. 
Tate Joveph, s Aahborne, Derby, Gent, Aug 1, Demford, Ashbome. 
a —-* ly 29. tephens 
by o Sloane Che 4h Freee Worcester. a 
ik-st, Pall-mall, Eos teal 3653 “— 
uth, Jamalce, Widow. July 2. Tippetts & Son, Sise-lane, 
Rowntree, Elizab, Stockton, Durham, Spinster. July 1. Dodds & 
Trotter, Stockton. , vo - 





Gent. july 18. Valinnoo & Vallance, Essex a, 
Trist, Rd, Brighton, Sussex. July lv. 
commons ; 
Walter, Jas,, Worcester, Gent. Aug 29, Woof, Worcester. 
Toxspar, June 4, 1867. , 
Carter, Richd, Romford, Essex, out of business, July 1. Clifton. 
Chalon, Thos Barnard, Stuttgart, Wartemburg, General, 
ona rt 2 RR mas 
& Tweedies, Lincoln’s-inn-fields. 
*Espinasse, Jas, Kent, Esq. June 20. Acworth & Son,. 
Giddings, Thos, Horten, Wilts, Yeoman. July 6. Meek & Co,. 
Hall, Thos, Oxton, Chester, Yeoman, July 23. Marslend & Addle-- 
shaw, Manoch. - 
taker, Bini, Brighton, Sussex, Gent. July 1. King & Son,. 
ae July 6. Hunter & Co, New- 
-Pantling, Wm, Surbiton-hill, Surrey, Bricklayer. July 1. Guilleume, 
"Balerst, Fortman-aq, Esa, Aug 1. Philips. 
bea = al 
Sherwood, W: oy on Seen tell 8: Esq. July 15.- 
ie ag oa howe Widow. July & 
45 Jane, AnguntD rd, Rotherhithe, aly 
Eliza, Northampton-ter, Compton-rd, Canonbury, Widow. 
uly 15. Smith & Co, Alderman 
ristol, Engineering Surveyor. Aug 1. Osborne 


Frances, Wisbech St Peters, Cambridge, Widow. July 15. Met- 
calfe, Wisbech St Peters. 
Deeds registered pursuant te Bankruptcy Act, 1861. 
Farrar, May 31, 1867. 
Alegre. Ng 3 aaig, » Lincoln, Doctor of Medicine. May 
Bares, a Hy, and Thos Stott, Huddersfield, Cotton Warp Doublers. 


May 2. May 28. 
Baron, Georg Gt 6. Asst. Reg May 31. 
= Rt, High-st, Bloo: and Colour Man. May 25. 
Berkeley, = hon ras Wm. Fitzh, Berkeley Castle, ‘Berkeley. May 
Berry, Gite, Aylesbury, Buckingham, Innkeeper, May?. Asst. 
Geel, Intghoune, York, Card Manufacturer. May 17. Asst. 
vie  Catherine-et, Tower-hill, Merchant. May 29. Asst. 
May 30. 
» Edw, halonsies. Grocer. May 7. Asst. Pr toe’ 3. 

be 4 Jas, C - ngs, Commission May 17. 

lay 30. 
, and Alf Peel, Bradford, York, Builders. May 15. 

Comp. Reg ay 28. 

ene Weweastlo-wpon-Tyne, Innkeeper. May 18. Comp. 
eT we, tics, cm, Gt Torrington, Devon, Widow. May 4. Asst. Reg 


Ellis, Ties, Wakefield, York, Grocer. May 15. Asst. 29. 
Emanuel, Michael _— Glebe-yd, Grange-rd, Kin 14 


Comp. Reg May 30. 

Evans, we, , Monmouth, Chemist. May 6. Asst. Reg: 
pySataces nner pmmemes Soe 

cant, jam Motheringham, Lincoln, Builder. May 6. Asst. Reg 
Gara John Jas, Southes, Hants, Grocer. May tl. Asst. Reg 
ool eee Stewart Gauld, Birm, Jewellers. April 29. 
marie: Ear i te, aba 
Harris, John uy 7 southeea, Southampton, Painter. May 17, Asst. 
Hobson, evi, Kirkheaton, nr Huddersfield, Cloth Dresser. May 16. 
Hough, Cece hicha, Studley, Warwick, Woollen Draper. May 4. 
How, Ti Thos, & Wm How, Fencharch-st, Merchants, May 28. Ingpec- 
wey Yorkarore North, Clifton-rd, Peckham. May 11. 
Hodeos. Edwin, Birm, out of business. May 27. Comp, Reg 
pa ay, seen caning Town, Essex, Cheesemonger. May 21. Comp. 
Jeeves, Hy, ‘Sheffield, Brush Manufacturer, May 3. Asst. Reg 
Johnson, Walter Edwd, Ipswich, Suffolk, Master Mariner. May 37 
Kilzer ‘Geo Froae, Dalton York, Fancy Manufacturer. May 20, Comp. 

Reg May 2. : 

. , Abinger-rd, Deptford, Builder. May 13. Comp. Reg 
29, 


Kn > oe | ge cana Wilts, Grocer, May 1. Asst. 
Lambert, Edi wd Thos, Rathbone-pl, Oxford-street, => 
8. oa gy May 29. 
Leach, ve. Charch- ‘i, Whitechaple, General Dealer. May 
° g May 28 
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Leverett, is, Ipswich, Saffl, Widow: May 24. °Asst, Reg 
Lyons, Lewis, Macclesfield, Chester, Jeweller. May 20, Gomp. Re® 


Marks ia tana: . Kilmersdon, nr Radstock, (Somerset, Painter. 
sst. 

os tgp Win, Reglan ee? rt Peckham, Commission 

Matthews, We, Le Spent Bt Merchant. May 13. Comp. 


me Mere 
> RE Prunry el May 27. Co Reg 30. 
see resco a Benpese. FS F a gig 


=. Sheffield, Travelling Draper. May 16. Asst. Reg 
Josiah Newman, Manch, Commission Agent, May 18. 
Comp, Reg May 30. 
Jobn, Leeds, Currier. May 17. Comp. Reg May 31. 
Norris, Wm, Bedford, Bootmaker. ‘April 30. Comp. Reg May 28. 
Robt Cross, Manch, Commission Agent. 3. Asst. Reg 


80. 
4 Stephen, jan, Leeds, Shoemaker. May 3. Asst. Reg 


iy 30. 
panela, bok, Wm John Paul, & hea Walker Dobson, Manch, Mer- 
chants. May3. Asst. Reg M 
Priddie, Thos csabee., Ph om hyp “Greenwich, Builder. May t. 


Com} Ma; 
Rediear, Jobin Jon Wn, Southampton-ct, Holborn, Stationer. May 17. 
John, Birm, ‘Victualler. May 14. Comp. Reg May 31. 
ee Percival, Horkstow, Lincoln, Farmer. May 4. . Reg 


riley, bid, , Huncoat, Lancaster, Coal Agent. May 23, Comp. Reg 
oo John, Claypath, Durham, Fruiterer. May6. Asst. Reg 


Sanders, 0 Wm wien, aw Gobion, Northampton, Draper. May 
Shaw, Hy, r Madderetold: & Benj Spivey, Alemonitnry; York, Woollen 
Cloth Manufacturers. May 4. Asst. 
Silversides, Fredk, Leamington Priors, Warwick, , aes Broker. 
May 3. Asst. Reg al. 
Simpson, Thos, Nottingham, Hatter. May 9, Asst. Reg May 28. 
‘Slater, ot} ~ Hy ee agains olme, Lancaster, Manufacturers. 
t. Reg May 
Wm, Coventry, Ribbon Manufacturer. May 2. Comp. Reg 


Sullivan, Martin, Manch, Shoe Manufacturer. May 18. Comp, Reg 
Thornton, Geo, Leicester, Rent Collector, May 13. Asst. Reg 
Vaughan, John, Worcester, Bookseller. “May 10. Comp. . Reg 
‘Wade, Robt Howard, Nottingham, Chemist. May 1, Asst. Reg 
white ~~ Wolverhampton, Stafford, Blacksmith. May 2, Comp. 


May 30 
Wilkinson, John Etridge, & og Marvel, Roker, Durham, Innkeepers. 
April 10. Comp. Reg May 
Wood, Eres Bradford, York, *Whitesmith, April 23. Comp. Reg 


May 
Wormald, Wi, Leeds, Plumber and Glazier. May 8. Asst. Reg 
rs 
. Togspay, June 4, 1867. 
Aitken, Thos Edwards, York-bldgs, Adelphi, Bookbinder. May 30. 
Comp. Reg June 4. 
Baker, Jas, and Eli Jas, Birm, Glass Merchants. May 20. Asst. Reg 


June 3. 
- Ss, By, Bucklersbury, Public Accountant. May 25. Comp. Reg 
une 3. 


Barre, Anthonie Marie, Sutherland-place, aes A 
mission Merchant. May 30. Comp, Reg June 
Sen , Chelsea, Bell Hanger. . anid Comp. Reg 


Birtwhistle, Joseph, Halifax, York, Woolstapler. May 18. Asst. Reg 


Bisnkins, Chas, Little Cambridge-st, Hackney-rd, Carman. May 31. 

Comp. Reg June 3. 
, Thos, Jarrow, Durham, Boiler Plate Roller. May 18. Comp. 

Reg May 31. 

Bowers, Wm, Bilston, Stafford, Broker. May 20. Comp. Reg May 31. 

Bracher Fredk, Jermyn-st, Tailor. June 3. Comp. Reg June 4, 

Brotherton, John, apeeore-greem, Rog 3 Wolverhampton, Iron Tube 

y June 3. 
eee May St, Bradford, York, oie Goneietekon Agent. May 6. Comp. 
iy 

Goulding, pate, Tes Tarporley, Chester, Marine Store Dealer. May 31. 
Comp. Reg J 

Pickeop. John, Walworth-rd, Pastrycook. May 23, Comp. 


June 
Edwards, Edwd, Swansea, Glamorgan, Draper. May 18. Asst. 


une 4 
Farmer, Annie, Newport, Monmouth, Grocer. May 10. Asst. 


‘une 

each Harriott, Western-rd, Ealing, Widow. May 31. Conv. 

aa B=, Nottingham, Printer. May 13. Asst. 

Gale k Rob. Jas, Moscow-rd, Bayswater, Coachman. May 31. Comp. 

4. 

os ame Jas Blake, Bristol, Optician. May 21. Asst. Reg 
une 4, 

Garrod, Wm, St James’s-st, Lower Clapton, Coal Merchant. May 6. 
Comp. Reg May 31. 

a + re Low Wortley, Leeds, Publican. May 14. Asst. Keg 


June 3 
— = Newport, Salop, Grocer. May 10. Asst. Reg 





Greenwood, Geo Waight, Serjeants’-inn, 
Comp. Reg June 
ee tt Hy, Ipswich, Suffolk, Draper. May 10. 


=, Jas Peggs, March, Cambridge, Baker. May 7: Asst, 

Handford, Chas, Exchange-ct, Strand, Clerk. May 10. Com 

dig , Thos, Mowcop, Chester, Butty Cellier. May 7. Asst, ty 
Jana i. 


Hill, Wm, Leicester, Builder. Mag 6. Asst. Reg June 3. ¥ 

Hill = Shepton Beauchamp, Somerset, Grocer. May 7. Comp, 
Reg June 1 

aes. | Geo, & AF Hirst, Halifax, York, Cotton Spinners. May 9, 


Reg June 

wa, ¢ John, Brighton, Wine Merchant. May 31. Comp, Beg 
une 

Hodgkinson, Joseph, Walton-le-Dale, Lancaster, Shopkeeper. May, 


Hoon "Jas, neg Hove. jon, & John Hogg, St Bride’s-aven 
ugg, fa as May 21. Asst. Fane 3 me, Flesh 
Holdem, Robt, Bilston, Stafford, Furniture Dealer. May 6, Asst. Ry 


bt a, Thos Crowther, & Edwd Fitzgerald Lombard, Leeds, 

Pe cthante, May 1h. Asst, Hog Snbe 4. Woda 

aa. Hy, Warminster, Wilts, Innkeeper. May 4. Asst. fy 
June | 


neat ee Geo, pererere, Suffolk, General Shopkeeper. May 21. Conig 


ag nd "Serephin, jun, Exeter, Druggist. May 11. Asst. Ry 
June 4 
nyo Ab ham, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Grocer. May 20, Aa 
Kay, aoe, % Wm Kay, West Leigh, Lancaster, Cotton Douh 
May 24. Inspectorship. Reg June 3. 
1am Francis, Hope Cottage, Brompton, ‘Clerk. May 29, Comp, Ry! 
ne 4. 4 


‘ech ce Is; & Sal Lace Lees, eee Lancaster, Cotton Spinners. Ny 
MoNeill, xan der, Bot Bootle, Lancaster, Cabinet Maker. May 24. Comp, 


Reg June 4 
MeGuiness, Aberavon, Glamorgan, Glass and China Dealer, May 
jomp. gz 
Mountford, Jas, Christ Church~-st, Chelsea, Dentist. May 29. Oo 
3. 


Reg Jnne 

Muncaster, Chas, Camomile-st, Bishopsgate-st, Watchmaker, 
7. Comp. ener 1. 

Nichols, Geo Hy, Earls-ct, Cranbourn-st, Sawa Manager tos 
Printer. March 23. Comp. May 3 


Orering: — eg Sunderland, Few bull Beerhouse Keeper, My 


g June 3. 
en Robt, Nous Shields, Northumberland, Ship Chandler. 
Comp. Reg June. 
Palmer, ny as Western, Barnstaple, Devon, Saddler. May 10. 
Reg June 
Parrish, Hy, atte Stafford, Ironmonger, May 24. Comp. Reg 
June 3. 





Paamore, Jas, Bethnal-green-rd, Tailor. May 22. Comp. Ry 
June 1 
Perris, H , Lpool, Bookseller. May 30, Comp. Reg June 1. 
Peskett, Hanba, Basingstoke, Hants, Saddler. May 22. Comp, 
June 
Pigkering, pe Portslade, Sussex, no occupation, May 30, 
R 
Gault Gone Caroline Ivah, Exeter, Widow. May 8. Asst. Reg June 
— Mary Ann, Lpool, Cigar Dealer. June 8 Comp. 2 


June 
Revolt ‘Wm, Worcester, Draper. May 9, Asst. Reg June 3, 
Reeve, John Edwd, & rae m Reeve, Wolverhampton, Staff 
Iron Merchants. Ma; Asst. Reg June 3 
Rickaby, Miles, West artheipol, Dertain, Draper. May 9. 


une 3, 
ae Geo, Manch, Joiner. Junel. Asst. Reg June 3. 
Roan Wan, Morpeth, Northumberland, Grocer. May ll. Asst, 
Ma: 
Sampson Robt, High Holborn, Hosier. May 22, Comp. 
ane 3 
Scarth, Saml, & David Scarth, Leeds, Cloth Manufacturers. May 
neg Reg June 3 
Seares, Geo, Fore-st, Cripplegate, Bonnet Shape Manufacturer, 


24, ‘Comp. 
Shackell, oyna the. yadleton-t Clerkenwell, Watchmaker. May 4 


Sharman, Wn, sen, Coke: and Chas Simpson Sharman, Enderby; 
Tailors. May 9. Comp. Reg June 1, 

eave, John Carr, Greaby Hall-chambers, Commission Agent, 
17, Comp. June | 

chervice, » Hugh, Wigan, Lancaster, Draper. May 18. Comp. 


Sheppard, Edwd, Bristol, Jeweller. Mor 4. Comp. Reg June 4 

Smart, Chas, Madox-place, Greenwich-rd, Greengrocer, dune 
Comp. Reg June 3. 

Smith, Chas, besahore, Worcester, Innkeeper. May 24, Comp. 


siti, Jeremiah Stead, Castleford, Farmer. May 10, Comp. 


silt Wm, Gesrtngten, Nottingham, Machinist. May 25. & 
June 

Spillman, via, Hay, Brecon, Innkee; eee May 10. Asst. Reg Juné 
apres, sty, Colchester-st, Pimlico, iclan, May 25. Comp. 


soe, Hy Wm, South-villas, South-st, Greenwich, Architect. 
6. Comp. Reg June 3. 

a a Hy date Roatan, Letter Case Manufacturer. 

Trees, John, P- sduifiesbora’ ’-on-Tees, York, Innkeeper. May 8. 0 

Reg June 4, 


} 
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earmer, Jasi Ambrose, Lpool, Licensed. Vietualler.. May 25. Assts 
rrnertgiermayn-st, Bavelope Maker, June 4. Comp. Reg 
wie, Wn Hy, Lpool, Tobacco Manufacturer. May 28, Comp. 
Beg Jor cepb, Spilsby, Lincoln, Grocer, May 21, Asst. Reg 
Wat, iney, Hyde-park-ter, Kensington-gore, Butler. May 6, Comp. 
ne Te, and I Rd White, Cheltenham, Gloucester, Grocers. May 


. A y 31. 
mi Ls Fn Aldershot, Ensign H.M.’s Military Train. May 
yy Reg June 
wks, John, Ph Kenrebe York, Iron Master. May 17.. Asst. Reg 
wane, Joseph, Tarvin, Chester, Tailor, May 25. Comp. Reg 
31. “ 
wad Bankrupts. 
Frtipay, May 3), 1867. 
To Surrender in London. 


Walworth-rd, no occupation. Pet May 27. June 13 at 


12. namely Guildhall-chambers. 


og Elmswell, Suffolk, Grocer. Pet May 29. June 19 at 
1, Walpole, Beyton-lodge. 
Black, Jas, New orth -rd, Hoxton, Meat Salesman. Pet May 25. June 


Lat2. Howell, Cheapside. 

taut, Chas Hy, New-rd, Barrettlane, | ha gig out of business. 
. Pet May 27. ag 19 at We HL 

Coloock, ‘m Hy, and ton, Saunton, Kent, Millers. Pet 
May 21. June 13 atl. Nese Gt Russell- st, Bloomsbury. 

Cooper, Jas, Watlington, Oxfordshire, Grocer. Pet May 27. . June 12 
at ll. Spicer, Stapel-inn, Holborn. 

Cousins, Wm, High Wycombe, Bucks. Pet May 28. June 12at ll. 
Greaves, Essex-st, Strand. 

Pet May 9. June 12 at 12. 


Cox, Ziba, metchinatene Oxford, Grocer. 
Purkis & Perry, Lincoln’ s-inn-fields. 

Faulkner, Chas, Wood’s-mews, Grosvenor-sq, Coachman. Pet May 27, 
June 13.at 12. Hicks, Coleman-st. 

Fickling, Alfa Jonn, Leadenhall-st, Insurance Broker. Pet May 29, 
June 13 at |. Stocken & Co, Leadenhall-st. 

Fisher, Wm Southgate, Carlisie-st, Portman-market, Cab Driver. 
Pet May 25. June 17 at 2, Marshall, Lincoln’s-inn-fields. 

be fs jun, Ramsgate, Kent, Smack Owner, Pet May 29. June 

Gates, Maisie. Cranley: Sussex, Balider. Pet May 25. 
2. George, Fenchurch-st. 

Goodall, Chas Harrison, Queen’s-rd, Dalston, Manufacturer of Fanc: 
Teather Goods, Pet May 24, June l2at12. Davis & Barnard, 
lronmonger-lane, 

Harris, Lewis, Brill-row, Somers’ Town, Ge Greepgrone. - Pet May 27. 

‘ June /2atil. Padmore, Westminster Bridge-rd, Lambeth. 

Hart, Sam], Tunbridge Wells, Kent, Machinist. Pet May 27. 
13 at 12, Pittman, Guildhall-chambers. 

Jackson, John Julian, Burlington-rd, Bayswater, Commission Agent. 

Pet May 29. June 12 an 12. vale, Wine » Basinghall-st. 

Jolley, Edwd, East Harling, Norfo Merchant. Pet May 18. 
Jane 18 at ll. Linklaters & Co, Walb rook 

Jones, John Lloyd, Prisoner for Debt, Northampton. Adj May 18. 

Pet May 27- 





June I! a 


Jane 


June 18 at 11. 
Langley, Geo, Hayes, Middlesex, Beerhouse Keeper. 
June l3 at 12. Goatley, Bow-st, Covent-garden. 
Leach, Jas, & Hy Hathaway, Hatcham, Surrey, Paraffin Wax Refiners. 
Pet May 27. June 19 at 12, Mayhew, Barge-yard-chambers, 
Bucklersbury. 
om Philip, Romford, Essex, ig nd a Pet May 28. 
june 19at1. Preston & Dorman 
Minter, Hy, Mitre-st, New-cut, ae ~ of bus business. Pet May 29. 
June 19 atl, Pittman, Guildhall- idhall-chambers, Basinghall-st. 
Palmer, Edwd, sen, & Edwd Palmer, jun, Bartholomew-sq, Carper bors. 
Pet May 27. June 13 at 12. Lawrence & Co, Old Jewry-chambers. 
be myth Robt, Station-pl, West Mamlene. seer Gas Fitter. Pet 
ay 29, June 13 at}. Newman, Buck 
Richards, John Thos, Goldemith’s-pl, Hackney il out of business, 
t Pa May 29, June 12 at 12, Harper, P: t-lane 
uel, Wm Hy, Joseph-st, a iW, Builder. Pet May 
28. Pag 19 has i Tower, yp eh nn yaar cane tei 
, Chas, Alexander-mews, Westbourne-par' 8 . ry 
Stable Keeper, Pet May 27. June I3at 1. Parkes, Beaufort-bdgs 
Smith, Fredk Geo, Prisoner for Debt. Pet May 27 (for pau). 
13 * 1. Pittman, Guild shemnbert 
Kent, Carpenter. Pet May 25, June 


1, Geo Stephen, Knockholt, 

nN es Marshall, Lincoln’s-inn-fields. 

Waters, Wm Hy, Vine- court, Moor-lane, Pattern Card Manufacturer. 
“ May 2 27, June 12 at Ml. Worthington 9 3 Plunkett, Milk-st, 

eapside. 

Walter, Fredk, Prisoner for Debt, London, Pet May 28 (for pau). 
Jone 12 at il. Hicks, Coleman.st. 

Webb. Chas Palmer, Gravesend, oe Auctioneer, Pet May 27. June 


June 


Wat2, Lewis & Co, Old Jewry. 
To Surrender ried the Country. 
gn soe, game Cutler. Pet May 28. Sheffield, June 13 at 
+ Sugg, She 
re —— Prisoner for Debt, Lancaster. Adj May 15. Manch, 
he 2iat ll 
I, Wm, Birm, Journe me Pearl Worker. Pet May 28, Birm, 
June 21° at 10, Duke, 
tison, Saml John, *Lmpibil, agg ete Upholsterer. Pet May 28. 
Ampthill, June 15 at ll, Barton, A I. 
. Win, Brighton, Sussex, Clothier. Pet May 27. Brighton, June 
Wat 11. Lamb, Brighton. 
Ake. Chas, Wm, Crewkerne, Somerset, Veterinary Surgeon. Pet 
May 27, Exeter, June 14at12, Budge, Crewkerne, 
'y, Wm, Crowan, Cornwall, Grocer, Pet May 8(forpau). Bod- 
min, June 8 at 10. 





"ian, Pot ay Rowatliodme ieee tee Sonits 


& Britton, Newcastle-upon-Tyne. 
Brown, Wm, cee Norton, Worcester, out of business, Pet May 27. 
B ag Dale Birm. ot 


irm, June 21 at 10. 
re, Durhain, Grocer. Pet May 27, Gates- 
Pia os, Mowentiapon Whedlwright siete 
gston-upon- e- 
Hail, Junp oak: Sid, May 28. 
opwearmou ler. Pot. 
underland, June 18 at 3. Haswell, Sunderland. 
Clifton, Chas, Nottingham, out of business. Pet May 25... Notting- 
ham, June 26 atll. Briggs, Nottingham. 
Cook, Thos, Northam, i. Devos, Builder. Pet May 29. Exeter,dune 1> 
at2. Buse, Bideford 
Cole, Chas, Cirencester, Baker. Pet May 25. Cirencester, June 10 at 
Denia, ‘Chi oe” Birk head, Chester, Steward. Pef 8: 
J én , 
irkenhead, June 12 at 10. Moore, Birkenhead. vam 
Duns, Laer, hn Bootmaker. Pet May 27. Lpool, June 19. ab 
0 1) 
Egan, Fredk Bute Manch, Theatrical Performer, Pet May 28. Manch, 
June 18 at 11. _Eltoft & Hampson, Manch. 


Evans, Griffith, wnadl, Carnarvon, Farmer. Pet May 21. Pwilheli, 
Gillott, Joseph, Sneinton, ‘Nottingham, 
29. Nottingham, June 26 at 11, Lees, jan, Nottingham. 
as mg Lpool, Builder. Pet May 27. Lpool, June 13 at,11. 
¥, Lpool 
Haves, Richd, Nottingham, Haberdasher. Pet 25. Nottingham, 
June 26 at il. Gibson, jun, Nottin, Sie 
Mowbray, June 15.at 16. Ovwston, 
— Wm, Prisoner for Debt, Oxford. rer May 21, Oxford, June 10 
johtamn. Wm, Prisoner for Debt, Worcester. Adj April12. Worces- 
Jones, David, Aberystwith, Cardigan, Innkeeper, 
tol, June 12 at il. Brittan & Sons, Bristol. 
Kesterton, Joseph, Erdington, br Saha Carpenter. Pet May 24 
(for pau). . Warwick, June 21 at 10. 
Oldbury, Jnne 15 at il. Ebsworth, Wednesbury. 
Lane, John Gee, Sheffield, Beerhouse Keeper. Pet May 29, Sheffield, 
Lees, Edwd , Catshill, Worcester, Innkeeper. 
14 at 12. Pearman, Stourbridge . 
Pet May 28. Manch, 
June 18 at 12. Grundy & Coulson, 
Martin, heat Burton-on-Trent, Stafford, Dealer in Smallwares. Pet 
gs, Db: 
warpby, John, Birkenhead, Chester, Tailor. Pet 27. Birke 
June 12 at 10. Moore, Birkenhead. ay eng 
June 21 at 10. Fallows, Birm. 
Page, Sam!, Brighton, Sussex, eg Poem Keeper. Pet May 25. 
Parsons, Joseph Whiteway, Prisoner 
Exeter, June 12 at 2, Clarke. 
Pet May 
28. Newcastle, June 15a610. Joel, Rega ry 4 
Welch- 
pool, June 14.at2. Jones, Wel 
Pet May 28. June 21 at 12. ae oY 
Rutter, Saml, Manch, Fruiterer. Pet May 28. Manch, J ane 25 at 9.30. 
y Barnsley, Lpool, Cotton Broker. 
June l4atil. Lace & Co,Lpool. 
a a Hy, Tranmere, Chester, Rewsoneer, Rowor Reporter, Pet May 
25, Birkenhead, June !12at 10. Moore, B 
June 17 at 12. _White, Por 
‘Solomon, Isaac, Prisoner for r Debt, Lincoln. Adj May 9, Lincoln, 
, Bardsey, York,Groom. Pet May 27. Tadcaster, Jane 
Veale, Jas, Southampton, Hairdresser. 
June 13 at 12. Mackey, Sou ag 
y 27. Manch, June 22 at 9.30. 
Hogg, Manch r 
bar John, Prisoner for Debt, Hull. ‘Adj May 22. Hull, June I? 
Lpool, June Lu at.3. Ritson, 
Tusspay, June 4, 1867. 
gen hehe in. a & Fras Apperson, Paternoster-row, Boek- 
sellers. ret May 23. June i7 at il, Hewitt, Ry pi Holbern. 
une 
at |. Ma n.& Co, Lincoln's-inn- 
Curtis, Thos, Aylesbury, Backs, Plumber ‘Pet May 28. June 20 at 
Elcock, Jas, Hythe, Southampton, Baker. 
Mack 
pau). June20 asl. Goodwin, Maidsto’ 
Hall, Fredk Geo, Prisoner for Debt, te old Pet May 29 (for pau). 
Higgs, Geo, Alma-ter, Stepney, Ornamental Mason, Pet May 39, June 
20 at 11. Wills, Carter-lane, Doctors’-commons 
Pet May 31. June 17 
at (1, Apps, South-sq, Gray’s-inn, 
Johnson, Hy Thos. 8 7 : 
all-st. 
Jolley, Edwd; East Harling, Norfolk, Wine Merchant. Pet May 18. 


f siaae 10 at 11. Roberts, Pwllheli. 
Framework Knitter, Pet May 
Ett; 
Hewerdine, John, ‘Sealford, or Smith. Pet May 27. .Melion 
t 10. 
ter, June.2! at 10. 
Pet May 28. Bris- 
Langan, Wm, Great Bridge, Stafford, Beerhouse Keeper. Pet May 27. 
June 13 atl. Micklethwaite, Sheffield. 
Pet May 28. Birm,June 
Ledger, Hy Jas, Hulme, Tanpantan, Builder. 
Manch 
Birm, June 14 at 12. Brig 
» Thos, Birm, Journeyman Brassfounder. Pet May 28. Birm, 
Brighton, Juve l3.at 11. “Lamb, Bi 
r er Debt, Devon, Pef May 29. 
Potts; Reuben, Noweaitio-upole Tyne, Foreman Labourer. 
Price, Benj, Upper Gilwern, Radnor, Farmer. 
1. 
Robertshaw, ber tes rley, Lancaster, Iron and Tinplate Worker 
ich, 
son, Manch, 
Pet May 23, Lpool, 
Solomon, Hy, Landport, awed Dealer. Pet may 38 28, Portsmouth, 
June 12 as.i2, 
, Fredk 
15 at 10. Horsfall & Latimer, 
Pet May 28. Southampton, 
Watson, Geo, » cong ieene 
Wedgwood, Susannah Parker, Lpool, out of business, Pet May 23. 
Lpool. 
To Surrender in London. 
Churchill, H og Oxford, Car e i, June 20 
12, Eyre, Poult 
Pet May3l. June 20at 12. 
“Wan Rote, Prise 
Golder, Wm Ro'fe, Prisoner for Debt, Raptase. Pet May 28 (for 
Jane 19 at 2. Pittman, Guildhall.chambers. 
Hughes, Hy, Larkhall-lane, Clapham, Printer. 
ncer-st, Battersea. Pet May 30, June ly at 
11, Brown, Basin 
June 20 at li, Linklaters & Co, Wa'brook, 
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-Sonita, Evan, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet May 30 (for pau). Jone 
J a Sasi West thanton Saddler. Pet May 31. Jane 20.at12. Greaves, 
ones, ) 


st, 
, Robt Jas, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet May 31 (for pau 
17 at 12. Dobie, Basinghall-st. 
ne ey yey N nr Barnet, Hertford, Builder. Pet May 30. 
june 19 ai 


orthall, 
Hope, Ely-pl. 
Chas Ernest, , Walworth, Dealer in German 
31. June 9 a 2. Buchanan, 
Soho, Gent. Pet May 31. 
12. fing rani Holborn. ie 5 j 
: Staff, Jas, West Smithfie! Salesman. une i, 
12. Pearce, Giltspur-st. ai 
To Surrender in the Country. 
Ligskoreh, I Derbys Moulder. Pet May 27. Derby, 
Delivin, Pepeney Sr t, Maidstone. Adj May 20. Deal, 


idge, Warwick, Butcher. Pet June 1. 

Pati. Benj. d odgeon & Son, A reas out of busi 
an , Jan, UG O} - 

as: Pot May 31. Sittingbourne, June 18 at | . Stephenson, 


i on, David, & Jas Beynon, Aberdare, eyo” Spirit Mer- 
ts. May 20. Poe mn iarit th & Linton, 


pipe, Ar Arthur John, Everton, Lpool, (aneees fp. Preventer Dealer. 

27. Lpool, June 19 at 3. Wo Lpool. 

Beatty. a. Gee, Bretby, Dery, Miller. Pet May 31. Birm, June 18 at 

-Brenton, Hy, Padstow, Cornwall, Butcher. Pet May 28. St Columb 
Major, Jane 12 at 10. Whitenel, St Columb Major. nis _ 

Brogden, Thos, Bradford, York, ee use Keeper. une 1, 
on 17 at 11. Bond & Barwi Leeds, 

azing, Wm. ‘m, Eastbourne, Sussex, Decorative Artist, Pet May 29. 

June 19at 11. 


> Coles, Eastbo: 
jarns, Mary, Prisoner 
Kingston. 


hall-st. 
une 17 at 
June 17 at 


Anthony, W: 
June 19 at "2. 
73 jeal 


Birm, 


Birm, 


arne. 
for Debt, Kingeton-upon-Hall Adj May 22, 
-upon-Hull, ios 18 at 
Burton, Jonathan, Notting’ Dean isle Maiiinaiuiei. Pet May 21. 
Birm, June 18 a tl. Cowley & e Freie Nottingham. 


Yor vision Dealer. Pet May 30. 
Wakefield, Jane 15 at 11. Simpson, Wakefield. 
<‘Olegg, Thos, Rochdale, Lancaster, by iw Pet May 30. Rochdale, 
JuneW@atil. J.& H. Standring, Roc 
Colton, Thos, Blackford, Salop, out of oll Pet May 28, Lud- 
low, June !9at 10. Anderson, Ludlow. 
-Dange re, inal mee 
Pet May 30. wood, Ni 


-green-lane, Shro 
5 10ati2. & 
, John, East Grinstead, Sussex, Hay Dealer. Bet May May SL East 
te 13 at 10. Langham, jan, Uckfield, 
tourbridge, bay yas Grocer. Pet May 31. Stour- 
& Wright, Hal wen. 
PetJunel. Ton- 


Burnley, Lancaster, P ee oe Manufacturer. 
Pet May 25. Manch- Yane 3! at il. "Stead, Manch. 
Hamer, Joseph, Halliwell, nr Bolton. Pet May3!. Lancaster, June 


— t.) "Geedeet, Chester, G Pet May 30. 
» . 

Birkenhead, Jane 14 at 10.’ Harris, ~ aaa 

Richd, Prisoner for Debt, Merpeth. Adj May 17. 

castle, June 20 at 10. Bush, Newcastle-upon-' i 

Helm, , Cardiff, Glamorgan, Draper. Jane 1. Bristol, 

June 15 at 11. * Pigeon, Bris 

Hill, Birm, Commercial Traveller. Pet May 28, Solihull, June 

25 at 12. Barker, Birm. 
Hirst, Geo Hy. Crmmnenit, nr ar meri nae Pet May 18. 
une 35 at 9.30. 


lage Wm Brighton, o Pan pepo d aang ‘Pet May 20. Brighton, 
fine (8 at 11. Lev pre Brighton. iad a 

Geo, Labourer. Pet May 31. Sheffield, June 19 at 1. 
aan J 


Sheffield. 
loseph, Brg Deroy. Foundryman. Pet May 25. Derby, 


une 19 at 12. Bri 

Wm, . Pet May 30. Shef- 
field, lane 19 at 1. Binnsey te Son, Shette 
sen, “ Manch, out ofbusiness. Pet May 31. Manch, June 
Cobbett & Wheeler, Manch. 
Elis Catherine, Lpool, |, Chandler. Pet May 29. Lpool, June 20 


at 3. 
iddx, Iron Dealer. Pet June }. 
Birm, Jane 21 at 12. Ww Heeon Walon 


Mg Netherthong, York, out of business. Pet May 27 
Booth, Holmfirth, 


Jane 24 at 10. 
Lawsen, Thos Straker, Newcastle-u gy Joiner. Pet May 28 
Newcastle-upon-Tyue, June 18 at iz, Hoyle & Co, Newcastle-upon- 
Hie Speiostes, Seven, Patter. Pet May 31. Dorchester, 
June 17 at 2. Westen, Dorchester. 
Chas, Richmond, York, Innkeeper. Pet May 20. Richmond, 
June {6 atll. Robinson, R Richmond, 
Ladlow, Thos, Birm, out of business. Pet May 30. Birm, June 19 at 
12. James & Griffin, Birm, 
Moss, Saml, Presteigne, Radnor, Blacksmith. Pet May 29. Presteigne, 
June 18 at 12. Cheese & Samson, Kington. 
Thos, South Stockton, York, Joiner. Pet May 28, Leeds, 
June 17 at Il. Bond & Barwick, Leeds. 
, Jas, Sunderland, Durham, Ironmonger. Pet May 28. 
Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Jane 17 at 12, Robinson, Sunderland. 
-Patterson, John, Kingston-upon-Hull, Engineer. Pet May $1. Leeds, 
June 26 at 12. Spurr & Chambers, Hall. 
Postlethwaite, Thos, Dalton-in-Furness, Lancaster, neaster, Grocer. Pet May 
31. Ulverston. Jane 20 at 1. Relph, Barrow-in-Furness. 
-Potts, Wm, Monkwearmouth Shore, Durham + aaa Pet May 31. 
nd, Jane 2] at 12. Steele, Sunderland 





Powell, aunton-upon- Hereford, Tailor. Pet 
Birm, Jang 19 at, Gril Hereford. Maya 


=o Flour and Potatoe Dealer, he 


Lang Junel7atill. Morris, Swansea. 
snomball, Win op Wearmouth, Durham, Grocer. Pot May 29, 
eutedant, Jane —y~y at2. Bell, Sunderland. 


Vincent, Chas Edgar, Norwich, Furniture ture Broker. Pet May 27. Nog 
wich, June Watll. Sadd, N 
, Geo, Hornsea, York, Coal Agent. Pet May 30. Beverley, Juy 
18 at 12, Rollit, Hull. 
Wheel: Bernard, Aston, nr A gg out of business. Pet May, 


Birm, June 21 at 10. Barber, B 
Pet May 30. Exeter, June 17 aé}}, 


= a ay Geo, —e Poulterer. 

‘oby, E 

Williams we, ‘Biew, Pon typridd, Glamo: » Contractor. Pet 
24. Bristol, Jane i4at it Plows, Merthyr. “" 

Williams, Wm Bideford, Deven, Merdhant. Pet May 31. Exeter, 
June l4at 1. larke, E Exeter. : 


BANKRUPTCIES ANNULLED. 
Farpay, May 31, 1867, 
, Walkern, Hertford, Brewer. = 
Fredk, Portland-place Nerth, lapham-rd, Clerk, My 


28. 
Billinge, Geo Thos, Lime 
Herbert, Fredk Geo Wm, 
Merchant. May 30. 


Elliott, H 
Billinge, 


ve, Shepherd’s-bush, Clerk. May 29, . 
uth-parade, Trafalgar-sq, C! Wing 





es 


( a LIFE ASSURANCE SOCIETY, 
37, OLD JEWRY, LONDON, E.C. 
SOLICITORS are invited to introduce, on behalf of their clients, Pro 
is for Loans on Freehold or Leasehold Property, Reversions, Lik 
terests, or other adequate securities. 
‘ Proposals may be made in the first instance according to the followiy 
orm :— 


Date... 

Introduced by (state name and address of solicitor) 

Amount required £ 

Time and mode of repayment (i. ¢., whether for a term cortain, rh 
annual or other payments) 

Security (state shortly the a ami o security, and, if land or builb 
ngs, state the net annual income) 

State what Life Policy (if any) is proposed to be effected witht 
Gresham Office in connexion with the security. 

By order of the Board, 
F. ALLAN CURTIS, Actuary and Secretary, 


HE MERSEY DOCKS & HARBOUR BOARD 
hereby give Notice, that they are willing to receive LOANS d 
MONEY on the Security of their Bonds, at the rate of Four Pounds Ta 
Shillings per Centum, per Annum, interest, for periods of Three, Five,« 
Seven Years. 
Interest Warrants for the whole term, payable net ye | at the Banker 
of the Board in Liverpeol, or in London, will be issued with each bond, 
Communications to be addressed to GuoncE J. Jersexson, Esq., Tree 
surer, Dock-office, Liverpool. 
By order of the Board. 


JOHN HARRISON, Secretary, 
Dock Office, Liverpool, May 2nd, 1867. 


LACK’S FENDER AND FIRE-IRON WARE 

HOUSE is the MOST ECONOMICAL, consistent with good quality: 
Iron Fenders, $8.6d.; Bronzed ditto, 8s. 6d., with ——— —_ 
Drawing-root ditto, 14s. 6d. to 50s.; Fire Irons, 2s, 6d. to 20s 
Dish Covers, with handles to take off, 18s, setof six. Table Knives oa 
Forks, . per dozen. Roasting Jacks, complete, 7s. 6d. Tea-trayy 
Is. 6d, set of three; elegant Papier Maché ditto, 25s. the set. Teapéiy 
SO eet ne, &. 00s Sa Scul 98.64, A set of Kitchen Uter 

for cottage, £3. Slack’s Cutlery been for 50 
Ivory Table Knives, 14s., 168., and 18s. per dozen, White Bone 
= 9d. and 12s.; Black Horn ditto, 8s. and 10s. All 
ranted. , 
As the limits of an advertisement will not allow of a detailed list, 

are requested to send for their Catalogue, with aihine neal 
prices of Reore Fete, Warranted Table Cutlery, Furnishing I 
gery, &c. Maybe had gratis or free, Every article marked in 
figures at the ay low prices for which their establishment has 
a for nearly 50 years. Orders above £2 delivered carriage 
per 

RICHARD & JOHN SLACK, 236, STRAND, LONDON, 
Opposite Somerset Flouse. 





Prorosat ror Loan ow Mortcaces, 











anne 


‘HE SMOKER’S BONBON effectually remo 
the Taste and Smell of Tobacco from the Mouth and Breath, 
aon Soop hk - — and safe. It is very pleasant and who 
Pde m= rocess, from the recipe of an eminent ph sper 
by CHOOLING Pao, olesale Confectioners, Bethnal-green, 
in og and Shilling boxes; post free, 7 and 14 stamps.—Sold i] 
Chemists, Tobacconists, &«, 


HILLIPS & COMPANY'S TEAS ARE BE 
a Ne yi STRONG to FINE BLACK TEA, ls. 
4d, Most Delicious oe = is now only 3s, 
peind. Pore filch * Rare, Choice Coffee, 1s, 4d., 1s. 6d., is.8d. PHI 
CO,, Tea Mencuanns, 8, King William-street, City, ‘London, EC, 
A price cur: current free. Sugars at market pi 
PHILLIPS & CO. send all goods : i within ‘eight 
No. 8, ay | William-street ; 40s. worth age Free to any 
Station or Market Town in England, Phillips Hy Co. have no agent 
any connexion with any house in Worcester or Swansea, 





SEvEFEES  Baaa 





) ioe 8,1867. THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & REPORTER. 


759 











Tegal and General sift Assurance Society, 


10, FLEET STREET, LONDON, EC. 





FOUNDED 1836, 





Trustees. 


HHT HON. SIR W. VI Lord Chief Justice, C.P. 
HT HON. SIR EDWARD VAUGHAN WILLIAMS. 
Chancellor, 


eer HON. mas | LORD CAIRNS, Lord Justice 
- BOVILL, 
HON. SIR WILLIAM PAGE WOOD, Vice 


THE HON. SIR GEORGE ROSE. 
EDWARD SMITH BIGG, 

THOMAS WEBB GREENE, ton. Qc. 
JOHN OSBORNE, Esq., Q.C. 


ROBERT BAYLY FOLLETT, Esq., Taxing Master in Chancery. 
ng a 





Leman, James, Esq. 

Ossoanez, Joun, Esq., Q.C. 

Pzemserton, E. Laion, Esq. 

Rippgtt, Sir W. Bucuanan, Bart, 

Rosz, The Hon. Sir Groner. 

Scappine, Epwin Warp, Esq. 

— = Hon. oe Mowtacom 
MITH, MICHAEL, 

Titson, Tomas, Esq. 


SOLICITORS.—Messrs. Domvitts, Lawrence, & Gaanam. 





Funds invested in the names of the above Trustees exceptionally large in proportion to liabilities. The further guarantee of a 


SECURITY.— 
fully subscribed Capital of £1 


,000,000. 
BONUS.—Nine-tenths of the total profits divisible amongst the Assured. 
A LIBERAL SYSTEM of “ Whole World” Policies and other peculiar 


famed absolute freedom from all liability to future question. 
LOANS GRANTED on Life Interests or Reversions. 


Very moderate Non-Bonus Premiums. 
facilities. Conditions specially framed to secure to a Policy when once 


E. A. NEWTON, Actuary and Manager. 








SOLICITORS’ BENEVOLENT ASSOCIATION. 





INSTITUTED 1858. 





Ghe Seventh Anal Festibal 


IN AID OF THE FUNDS OF THIS ASSOCIATION, WILL TAKE PLACE AT 


WILLIS’S ROOMS, KING 


STREET, ST. JAMES’S, LONDON, 


ON MONDAY NEXT, THE 10th OF JUNE, 1867, 
THE RIGHT HON. THE LORD CHIEF JUSTICE BOVILL 


IN THE CHAIR. 





Dinner Tickets, One Guinea each, may be obtained of the Secretary, or of any of the Stewards. 
DINNER ON TABLE AT HALF-PAST SIX O’CLOCK. 


§, Curronn’s Ixx, Lonpow, E.C. 


THOMAS EIFFE, Secretary, 


Bankers.—-THE UNION BANK OF LONDON, OHANCERY LANE BRANCH. 





TWENTY THOUSAND POUNDS to be advanced 
on application, in sums of £100 and upwards by the 
PLANET PERMANENT BUILDING AND INVESTMENT SOCIETY 
Upon mortgage of a 
Monthly Bipeqments, tatetng principal and interest, for each £100 
anced (less a small premium) :— 


| years. | 12 years. 7 


a 


Gyears, | 8 years, 








£% a, a BS Zs. 4. iss £s. 4. 
118 2 16 } 110 019 2 017 0 


“Tedemption at any time by payment of balance of principal d 
ished by Ace of Parken amas ae cu caieaom 


exceeds £300, 





ssuuub W. RICHARDSON, Secretary. 
Offices, 39, City-road, London. 





baa CHURCH BUILDING LAWS. 
fe published, post 8vo., 8s., cloth, 
HE LAW “of the BUILDING of CHURCHES, 
PARSONAGES, AND SCHOOLS, and of the Division of Parishes 
Places. By CHARLES-FPRANCIS TROWER, M.A,, of the Inner 
Esq. ~at-Law, late Secretary of Presentations to Lord 
} itor Westbury. 


mn: Burreawortas, 7, Fleet-street, Her Majesty's Law Publishers. 





Li ee -KEEPING for SOLICITORS, by Double, 
Entry (Alternative Methods). By G.J. KAIN, F-$.3., of, the 


firm of Kain, _Bimncs ane, Witt, . a 
Draftsmen, 69, 
— smn ayatem In one volume, 7s, 6d, 


Double ” ” 
8th edition, 6s. 
To be obtained Le the Publishers; Warer.ow & Sons, London Wall, 
and through all booksellers. 


KERR ON INJUNCTIONS. 
In 1 vol., royal 8vo., price £1 10s,, cloth. 
KERR, 





TREATISE on the LAW and PRACTICE of 
INJUNCTIONS in EQUITY. hein pag WILLIAMSON. 
A.M., Oxon., of Lincoln’s-inn, pe. AL 
w. Maxwait & Son, bo, Fleet-street, EC. 
TARRAGONES. 
BOTTLES AND CASES INCLUDED. 
Post Orders on Vere Street. 
CHARLES WARD AND SON 
WINE. MERCHANTS, 
MAYFAIR, W., LONDON, 
TARRAGONES. 





188. per acs. Per dos. 18* 


per doz. 18 s,. 


18s. per doz. 
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THE LAW UNION INSURANCE 
COMPAN Y 


NOW GRANTS 


WHOLE WORLD AND UNCONDITIONAL LIFE POLICIES 
AT A SLIGHTLY INCREASED PREMIUM. 





This description of Policy is simply an undertaking to pay the Sum Assured on the happening 
of the event on which it is payable without any condition whatever except the payment of th 


Annual Premium. 


To Mortgagees the advantages of such a Policy cannot be over-estimated. 

Members of the Legal Profession are invited to inspect this Form of Policy. 

The conditions on ordinary Life Policies have been recently revised, giving the Assured th 
thenefit of all advantages (especially as to travelling) offered by the most liberal offices. 





LOANS GRANTED ON LIFE INTERESTS AND REVERSIONS WITH LIFE ASSURANCES. 


Forms of Proposal ard Prospectuses, &c., may be had on application to 


126, Chancery-lane. 


. FRANK MeGEDY, 
Actuary and Secretary, 








RIENTAL BANK CORPORATION. 

Incorporated by Royal Charter, 30th August, 1351. Paid- tal 
£1,500,000; Reserved Fund, £444,000, ssinl 

COURT OF DIRECTORS. 
CuarnmMaN—HARRY GEORGE GORDON, Esq. 
Deputry-CHainMan—WILLIAM SCOTT BINNEY, Esq. 
-James Blyth, Esq. Lestock Robert Reid, Esq. 
Duncan James Kay, Esq. Patrick F. Robertson, Esq., M.P. 
Alexander Mackenzie, Esq. James Walker, Esq. 
Charles J. F. Stuart, Esq., Chief Manager. 


BANKERS. . 
The Bank of England; The Union Bank of London. 

The Corporation grant drafts and negotiate or collect bills payable at 
Bombay, Calcutta, Madras, Pondicherry, Ceylon, Hong Kong, Shanghai, 
‘Yokohama, Singapore, Mauritius, Melbourne, and Sydney, on terms 
-which may be ascertained at their office. They also issue circular notes 

or the use of travellers by the Overland Route. 

They undertake the agency of parties connected with India, the pur- 
-chase and sale of Indian securities, the safe custody of Indian Government 
‘paper, the receipt of interest, dividends, pay, pensions, &c., and the 
effecting of remittances between the above-named dependencies, 

They also receive deposits of £100 and upwards, repayable at ten days’ 

notice, and also for longer periods, the terms for which may be ascer- 
tained on at their office. 

Office hours, 10 to 3; Saturdays, 10 to 2. 

Threadneédle-street, London 1867. 


HE AGRA BANK (LIMITED) 
Established in 1833.—Capital, £1,000,000. 
HEAD OFFICE—NICHOLAS-LANE, LOMBARD-STREET, LONDON. 
BANKERS. 

Messrs. GLYN, MILLS, CURRIE, & Co., and BANK OF ENGLAND. 
BarancueEs in Edinburgh, Calcutta, Bombay, Madras, Kurrachee, Agra, 
Lahore, Shanghai, Hong Kong. 

Current Accounts are kept at the Head Office on the terms cus- 
tomary with London bankers, and interest allowed when the credit 
‘Dalance does not fall below £100. 

Derosits received for fixed periods on the following terms, viz.:— 





Ayo eease WILL HAPPEY, 
Everyone should therefore provide against them! 
£1000 wu case or Deata, on £6 Pen Week waite Lat or By Ingmt 
CAUSED BY 
ACCIDENT OF ANY KIND, 
May be secured by an Annual Payment of from £3 to £6 5s, to the 
RAILWAY PASSENGERS’ ASSURANCE GOMPAN 
The oldest established Company in the World insuring against 
ACCIDENTS OF EVERY DESCRIPTION, 


64, Cornutt, aNp 10, Recent Street, Lonpoy. 
‘ WILLIAM J. VIAN, Secretary. 


ANNUITIES AND REVERSIONS. 
AW REVERSIONARY INTEREST SOCIETY, 


68, Chancery-lane [ ondon. 
Cuainman—The Right Hon. — Gurney, Q.C., M.P., Recorder of 


mdon. 
Deruty-CaainmMan—Sir W. J. Alexander, Bart., Q.C. 
Reversions and Life Interests purchased. Immediate and Deferred At 
nuities granted in exchange for Reversionary and Contingent Interests. 
Loans may also be obtained on the security of Reversions. 
Annui , Deferred, and Contingent, and also Endowmenl 
granted on favourable terms. , 
and'Forms of Proposal, and all further information, 
be had at the office. C. B. CLABON, 
— 
HE GENERAL REVERSIONARY AND 2 
VESTMENT COMPANY, Office, 5, Whitehall, London, §¥ 
Established 1826, Further empowered by special Act of Par! : 
14 and 15 Vict., cap. 130. Capital £500,000. 

The business of this Company consists in the purchase of, or loans 
reversionary interests, vested or contingent, in landed or funded 
perty, or securities; also life interests in possession, as well as in 6x 
tation ; and policies of assurance upon lives. 

Prospectuses and forms of proposals may be obtained from the Seer 
tary, to whom all communications should be addressed. 

WM. BARWICK HODGE, Actuary and Secretary, 











At 5 per cent. per annum, subject to 12 months’ notice of wi al. 
At4 ditto ditto 6 ditto ditto. 

At3 ditto ditto 3 ditto ditto. 
EXxceptionaL Rates for longer periods than twelve months, particulars 
of which may be obtained on application. 

BI1ts issued at the current-exchange ef the day on any of the Branches 
of the Bank free of extra charge ; and approved bills purchased or sent 
for collection, 

SaLes anp Purcnases effected in British and foreign securities, in 
East India Stock and loans, and the safe custedy of the same undertaken, 
Interest drawn, and army, navy, and civil pay and rensions realised. 

Every other description of banking business and money agency. 


British and Indian, transacted. 
M, BALFOUR, Manager, 










THE COMPANIES ACT, 1862. 


WSS requisite under the above Act supplied 
the shortest notice. The BOOKS AND FORMS kept in 
for immediate use, 
in the proper form for registration and distribution. SHARE 0 
TIFICATES engraved and printed. OFFICIAL SEALS designed 
executed. No charge for sketches, 
Companies Fee Stamps. 
ASH & FLINT, 
Stationers, Printers, Engravers, Registration Agents, &c., 49, 
street, London, E.C, (corner of Serjeants’-inn), 





ARTICLES OF ASSOCIATION speedily print 


- 2. 2 ee 


Se Fee pe 24 ve «3 4 8 


;#ee_ 
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LIFE OFFICE, No, 50, REGENT- 
“STREET, LONDON, W. 


EorapLisnep 1806. 


paves t 


Invested Capital, £1,663,919. 
Annual Income, £203,438. 


Boniusses Declared, £1,455, 157. 
Claims Paid since the Establishment of the Office, £3,008,452, 


President, 
Tue Rient HonougasBie Ear Geer, 


‘The Profits (subject to a trifling deduction) are divided among the Insured. 
Examples of Bonuses added to Policies issued by 
THE PROVIDENT LIFE OFFICE. 


Annual Sum Amount with 
Insured, |Bonus additions. 





Date of 
Policy. 


No. of 





£ 3s, 4. 
10,632 14 2 
10,164 19 0 
9,637 2 2 
9,253 510 
8,576 11 2 
2,498 7 6 
2,327 13 5 


1823 
1821 
1824 
1825 
1816 
1821 
1808 























Insugaxces may be effected in any part of the kingdom i letter 
addressed to “ The Secretary,” No. 50, Regent-street, London, 
pig aed usual Professional Commission of 10 per Cent. a 
First Premium, and 5 per Cent. upon Renewals, is allowed to So- 
etors woyee others, and continued to be paid to the party introducing 
the Assurance. 


ait * FIRE OFFICE, No. 50, REGENT- 
THRET, and No. 1, 4, OORNETLL, L, LONDON. NF 


: oe — 
Returns paid to rare" ar > 44 inthe — ines the Establish- 
Amgen DIR ~ 
pe Hon, Arthur Kinnaird, MP. ihany t B. + Churchill, ag 
Sir Richard D. 


E, Welby Gre The Rew vgumphcey W. Sibth 
ae by Grogory, Bart. Fo mor _iumbcey orp. 


Mawacrne Dinecror. —John ys Beaumont, Esq. 

The Rates of Premium charged by the County Fire Office are upon the 

lowest scale consistent with security to the Insured. 
All Losses are settled with promptitude and liberaiity. . 

When a Policy has existed Seven Years, a of 25 per cent. on 
one-fourth of the Premiums paid, is declared upon such Policies. 

The Return thus paid at the present time amount to £297,842. 

The following Table contains the Names of some of the Policy Holders 
who have participated in these Returns :— 


Name and Residence of Insured. 





Policy No. nus. 





s 


© RmHo Noon~Saco™ 


138,142 
156,308 
114,163 
156,784 
143,872 

99,218 
139,634 


69,699 
257,954 
49,024 


350,497 
81,118 


WV, Big Fe vec intuit tupathanstananth 
Messrs. Broadwood, Golden-square scsseanege 
W. T. Copeland, Esq., New Bond-street .... 
Major-General Vyse, Stoke-place, aaa. oe. 
Peter Thompson, Esq., Frith-street, Soho.. 
Sir James J. Hamilton, Bart., Portman-square 
John Amor, Esq., New Bond-street .....0.. 
Lady Jane Rodd, ‘Wimpole-street eocccccces 
The Rt. Hon. Earl Howe, Gopsall H 

tershire ...... seeepeece 
The Rev. C. Barter, Sarsden, ‘Oxon cocdonss 
J, H. Hamilton, Esq. M.P. sonar, Dapie 
Edward Thornton, Esq., 

Over-square .... 


Bes ubeselid r 
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& 
— 
on 

















CHARLES STEVENS, Secretary. 
Commisston.—-The usual Commission of 5 per cent. upon New Policies and 
Renewals, is allowed to Solicitors and other Professional Gentlemen 
introducing business to the County Fire Office. 





LERICAL, MEDICAL, AND GENERAL LIFE 
ASSURANCE SOCIETY, 
, Bonus MeEetine, 1867. 
The Report presented at a Meeting held on the 3rd January last, for 
the declaration of the Eighth Bonus, showed, 
1,—As to the progress of the Society. 
that during the quinquennial period which terminated on the 30th June, 


New Assurances for a total sum of £1,518,181, and yielding £50,497 in 
Annual Premiums, has been effected, of which sums the former exceeded 
Mis prod and the latter by £2,392, the corresponding items of any pre- 


that 
income had increased from £195,400 to £215,327 per annum; 


ein Fund, after payment of £85,303 on account of Bonus at 
the last Division, had risen from £1,422,191 to £1,619,539, 
2.—As to the financial position of the Society. 
That the Assets on the 30th June, 1866, were.,.£1,619,539 14 8 
And the Liabilities on the same date ............00 1,343,708 19 2 


Leaving a surplus Of ......sccccerseese -« £275,830 15 6 


and that, after setting aside £50,000 as a special reserve fund, 
The Available Profit was £225,830 15s, 6d., of which sum £225,000 was 
gecommended for division. 
3.—As to the Results of the Division. 
‘That the portion of this sum of £225,000 —viz., five-sixths, or £187,500 — 
which fell to the Assured, would yield a 
ogee gna addition ‘to the Policies of £272,682, averaging 45 per 
ing, with the different ages, from 32 to 85 per Cent. on the 
since the last division ; and that the 
Cash ee, which is the exact equivalent of such reversionary Bonus, 
‘Would average 26 per Cent. of the like premiums. 
Phony ap exieines at oy the nature of the Investments and the 
the calc ns, the results of which, as above shown, are emi- 


my thvourabie. 

next Division of Profits will take place in January, 1872, and Per- 

S008 who effect New Policies before the end of June next will be en- 

= at that division to one year’s additional share of Profits over later 
urers, 


Prospectuses, Forms of Proposal, the Report above mentioned, and a 
detailed account of the proceedings of the Bonus meeting, can be obtained 
from any of the Society's Agents ; or of 

GEORGE CUTCLIFFE, Actuary and Secretary, 
13, St. James’s-square, London, S.W. 
COMMISSION 

10 per Cent. on the First Premium, ed 5 per Cent. on Renewals, is 
allowed to Solicitors. The Commission will be continued to the person 
introducing the Assurance, without reference to the channel through 
‘which the Premiums may be paid. 


Mididniee 





Just published, price 10s. 6d. 

SUCCINCT TREATISE ON THE COPYHOLD 
‘precedare under the same fr efvesing enfranchisemeni. By JAMES 
CUDDON, of the Middle ‘ Tonal ‘Barristerat- Law. / 

London: Srevens & Sons, Bell-yard, 





i 


ELICAN LIFE INSURANCE OFFICE 
(ESTABLISHED IN 1797.) 
No, 70, Lombard-street, E.C., and 57, Charing-cross,S.W. 
DIRECTORS. 

Edward Hawkins, jun., Esq, 
Kirkman D. Hodgson, Esq., M.P, 
Henry Lancelot Holland, 
Sir John Lubbock, Bart., F. B.S. 


Henry Robert Brand, Esq, 

Octavius E, Coope, Esq. 

John C Davis, Esq. 

Thomas Henry Farquhar, Esq 

Chas. Emanuel Goodhart, Esq. fe oh Shaw, Esq. 

Jas. A. Gordon, Esq., M.D., F.R.S. | Marmaduke Wyvill,jun.,Esq.,M.P, 
ROBERT TUCKER, Secretary and Actuary. 

Norice.—The next Distribution of Profit will be mpees at the end of 
1868. All Policies now effected on the “ return system ” will participate. 
The last Bonus varied from 28 to 60 per cent. on the premiums paid. 

Loansin connection with Life Assurance upon approved security, in 
sums of not less tnan £500. 

For prospectuses and forms of proposal apply to the Secretary, or to 
any of the Company’s Agents. 


etal REVERSIONARY INTEREST 
SOCIETY, 10, LANCASTER-PLACE, STRAND, 
Established 1835. Capital £500,000, | 
DIRECTORS. 
Francis Bennett Goldney, be 
Chas. Richard Harford ys 
Henry 





Daniel Smith Bockett, Esq. 
Major C. L. Boileau 


Lieut.-Colonel Chase. , Esq. 
William Henry Cole, Esq. Henry Roberts, . 
Thomas Curtis, George Roots. 
Auditors—Charles es Esq.; William Richard Bingley, Esq.; 
Alfred Langdale, Esq. 
Solicitors—Messrs. Clayton & Sons. 
Bankers—Messrs.-Coutts & Co. 
Actuary—F. Hendriks, Esq. 
This Society purchases reversionary property, life interests, and life 
policies of assurance, and grants loans on these securities. 
Forms of proposal may be obtained at the office, 
F. $8, CLAYTON, 
C. H. CLAYTON, 


HE LIVERPOOL and LONDON and GLOBE 
INSURANCE COMPANY, 
“Offices—1, Dale-street, Liverpool; 20 and 21, Poultry, 7, Cornhill, and 
Charing Cross, London. 

The Invested Funds now amount to £3,251,334. The Fire Revenue 
to £818,055, and that of the Life to £254,397. The moderate rates of 
premium, with a guaranteed fixed Bonus for the Life Policies of this 
Company, and their value as Special Securities to third parties, render 
them particularly advantageous. Whole world leave is a on 
reasonable terms, and claims are paid thirty days after ad 

JOHN ATKINS, Resident Secretary. 


Joint 
Secretaries. 








OD gooey: to be LET (Chancery-lane)—First and 
second floors; large, light, and airy.—Apply to Mr. Henar 
Green, No. 119, opposite Serjeants’-ian, 








762 


THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & REPORTER. 








Gquity and Saw Rife Assurance Society, 


18, LINCOLN’S INN FIELDS, LONDON, W.C. 





ESTABLISHED 1844. 





CAPITAL, ONE MILLION, 


FULLY SUBSCRIBED 





DIRECTO 
IEORGE LAKE RUSSELL, Esa, Linoeieteten. 


JOHN EDWARD ARMSTRONG, Esq. 
HENRY WM. BIRCH, re’ (Birch and Ingram). 
HENRY FOX BRISTOW. .» Lincoln’s-inn. 


CHARLES J. DIMOND, Esq. ‘Simpson 
SIMON DUNNING, a (Burder and Dunnin; 
JOHN W. HA “Nong ene: ay 
WILLIAM E. HILLIARD, Esq., G Gray’s-' 
N. HOLLINGSWORTH, Esq 1 olingrrorth,Tyerman, and Green). 
THOMAS HUGHES, Esq., M.P., Inner Temp! 


). 
to the Master of the Rolls. 


Cuatauan—G: 
Depurr-Caatrman—JOHN MOXON CLABON, =. (Fea 


vi toy chit ind Fearon). 

HN ILIFFE, Esq . (Tliffe , Rumel, and Iliffe), 
THOMAS GLOVER KENSIT, , Esq., Clerk to Skinners’ Company, 
CHARLES HENRY MOORE, ar~ 1, Lincoln’s-inn-fields, 
EDMUND F. MOORE, Esq., Middle Temple. 
WILLIAM BENFORD NELSON, . (Park and W. B. zeta 
FREDERICK PEAKE, Esq. (Barker, Bowker, and 
SIR ROBERT J. PHILLIMORE, Q.C., the Guoen’s Ad Advesste, 
aig W. K. RACK. R, Esq., Secondary of London, 

RACKHAM, Ea. 46, Lincoln’ eo 
GEORGE RORINS, Esq. (Warry, Robins, and Burges). 
ALFRED H. SHADWELL, Esq., — Master in Chancery. 
RICHARD SMITH, Esq. (Richard and W. B. Smith). 


Selicitor—azoncE ROOPER, Esq., 26, Lincoln’s-inn-fields. 





THE NEW BUSINESS of 1866 comprised 193 New Policies, insuring 
capital sums of £325,810; and the New Premivms amounted to 
210,159 16s. $d. 

THE TOTAL INCOME was £117,466 8s. 3d.,and the Outgoings of 
every description was £270,119 2s. 4d. 

THE ASSURANCE FUND was increased bd: 
£47,347 458. .» and amounted on the 
£484,650 a 74. The total Sums Assured at 


£2,568 4 

Atthe Pearth Quinquennial Division of Profits to 31st December, 1864, 
the sum of he 957 was divided,in the proportion of £6,995 14s. (or one 
tenth) to the Shareholders, and 262 961 6s. thy | nine tenths) among the 
—— Assured, holding Policies for £1,339,600, on which the 
Annual Premiums ben — The corresponding Reversionary 
Bonuses amounted to £112,000. 

NINE-TENTHS of the Total Profits are divided among the Assured. 
Considerably more than one-tenth of the Profits is derived from Policies 
which do not pa In the Profits, so that the Assured have larger 
Bonuses than if they formed s Mutual Insurance Company, and received 
the whole of the Profits derived from their own Policies. 

THE EXPENSES OF MANAGEMENT are onty Foun rer Cant. on 
the Income. 

THE PREMIUMS are calculated for every half year 

‘NOTICES OF ASSIGNMENT of Polices Beret in pod | acknowledged 
withont charge. Printed Forms of notice of assignment furnished wh 
desired. 


the difference 
ember last to 
the same date were 


The usual Commission allowed to Solicitors on all Policies introduced 
by them. 

"the Business of the Society includes the granting of Loans on the 
Society’s Policies, on Life Interests, Reversions, and other approved 
Securities: also the Purcmasx of Life Interests and Reveisions, and the 
grant of Immediate and Survivorship ANNUITIES. 

The Annual Reports are regularly printed, with full accounts of the 
Receipts and Expenditure, and may be obtained by written or personal 
application at the office. 


The following Tables show the amounts of the Total Bonuses added tp 
policies of £1,000 up to 31st December, 1864 :— 





Number of Annual Premiums Paid. 
Fifteen. Ten. 





Twenty. Five, 


at 
Entry. | 
| £ 8. £ 8. 





zs. 
303 10 228 0 161 10 
365 0 280 10 197 0 
ooo eee 316 10 


£4 
20 71 0 
40 85 0 
60 


450 10 133 10 








T. B. SPRAGUE, Actuary and Secretary. 





HAT IS YOUR CREST AND MOTTO ?— 
Send name and county to Culleton’s Heraldic Office, with 3s. 6d. 
for plain sketch; in heraldic colours, 6s. The arms of man and wife 
b j« The proper colours for servants’ livery. Family ped 
traced. Culleton’s book of family crests and mottoes, 4,000 engravings, 
eo, in colours, £10 10s. The Manual of Heraldry, 400 engravings, 
; crest engraved on seals, rings, and dies, 7s. 6d.; book plate 
po dods with arms, 21s.—T. r. ‘Couuetos, Genealogist, 25, Cranbourne- 
street, corner of St. Martin’s-lan: 


Caay> EMBOSSING PRESSES, 21s., for 
Stamping Paper with Crest, Monogram, or Address. Anyone can 
use them.—25, Cranbourne-street. 








OOK-PLATES Engraved with Arms and Crest, 21s. 

Livery-button Dies, 2 gs. Siuat on ativan spose ov Sects, 5s. per 

dozen ; Crest on seals or steel dies, 7s.6d. Desk Seals with engraved 
crest or monogram, 12s.—T. CuLteron, 25, Cranbou 


5 QUIRE OF PAPER, 3s., Stamped with Monogram ; 

100 Envelopes, 1s. 6d. No charge for engraving Steel with 
Monogram, Crest, or Address, if an order be given for a Ream of very 
best paper and 500 ym all Stamped, for 21s., or P.O, order. 
Monograms designed, }s.—25, Cranbourne-stre:t. 


ULLETON *S PLATES for MARKING LINEN. 
The most permanent way of marking Linen with Crest, Monogram, 
or Name. Anyone can use them. Initial Plate, is.; Name Plate, 2s. 6d. ; 
Set of Moveable Numbers, 2s. 64. ; 5s.; with directions, free 
for cash or stamps. By T. CuLuxron, Engraver to her jesty and 
Diesinker to the Board of Trade, 25, Cranbourne-street (corner of St. 
Martin’s—lane), W.C 


ULLETON’S VISITING CARD.—A angger-eiet late 
4 Pom See Cards printed for 2s, ; 














In one volume, crown 8vo., price 3s. 


A TREATISN ard THE ENGLISH LAW OF 
Richard Torin Kindersley. Ro ‘Oulvin 8 STEPHEN HOUND? Poy. * 
London: 59, Carey-street, Lincoln’s-inn, 


ESSRS. HOOPER & SON beg to announce 
that after this date great and most ust, iennentaass Reduction 


will be ae ar ng ene 


in some cases a saving of one-fo 
one-third. 

The New Scale will be—En ts, round-hand on Parchment 
or Paper, Copies at full le , and attested Copies ( tt Parliae 
mentary and expedition work) 14d. per folio. ‘AB ab thie has 
hitherto been charged 2d, er r folio there will be a saving of one-fourth. 

Abstracts, Bills of Costs, Briefs, and all other documents (except # 
above), Id. per folio. The charge for this work has been 14d. per folis, 
the saving will be ene-third, 

The terms en which custom is selicited are—Cash in advance f& 
Stamps; and, as regards the writing, Cash if required on delivery, 
but, as a rule the general account w only be sent in once a-month. 

45, Fleet-street, 5th January, 1867 





BY ROYAL COMMAND. 

METALLIC PEN MAKER TO THE QUEEN. 
A pep p= GILLOTT respectfull ly directs the atten 
tion of the Commercial Public, and St l who use Steel reaey 


el besy Ac excellence of his productions, which ~ oe 
Action, and Great Durability, wiil ensure uni 


the incom 
Material, 
ference. 


They can be obtained, retail, of every dealer in the worl ieee 
at the Works, Graham-street, Birmingham ; 91, Pode Now York 
and at 37, Gracechurch-street, 


RITS OF SUMMONS Served in the City of 
Process Server, 3, Lower’ Ontton-steson, Finsbury wank wehoout 
post, prepa prepaid, attended to immediately. Late Officer to the Sherif! 








Pav ATS INQUIRY OFFICE, No. 2, _ Southanp 
ton-buildings, Holborn.—Mr. BENTLEY, late Sheriffs 

ior tes purple of umbnig tener ooh) ts og sor 

po Boned. with the Dives ond other Le Couns pe Wen os to wilt 
secrecy and despatch. 


Just published, price £1 16s., cloth, 


EWIN'S LAW OF TRUSTS. Fifth Edition 
A Practical Treatise on the Law of Trusts, By ‘l'mos, Lewi 
Eeq., of Lincoln’s-inn, Barrister at-Law) ‘ 








Wa. Maxwet & Sons, 29, Fleet-street. 





June 8, 1867, 


Oe ee ee oe en ee ee ee ee ee ee 


